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ments, and thereby bringing into contempt the Christian Religion,
I won’t occupy your time long, Gentlemen, in shewing this to be the
effect of the publication, for it seems impossible for me to hear it
read without feeling one’s-self compelled to apply to it this language
It is charged, and, as I think, justly charged, with being a profane,
blasphemous, and impious libel. It has nothing of a political
tendency about it, but it is avowedly, set off against the religion and
waorship of the Church of England, as established by Act of Parlia-
ment. It has been over and over again said by the most eminent
Judges, and particularly by one who was the most learned man
that ever adorned the bench—the most even man that ever blessed
domestic life—the most eminent man that ever advanced the Wpro=
gress of science—and also one of the best and most purely religious
men that ever lived. I speak of Sir Matthew Hale. It was by him
in one sentence said, thiat * the Christian Religion is parcel of the
Common Law of England.” The service of the Church of England
is also part of the statute law of England; for in the reign of Charles
the Second, for securing uniformity of public prayer in the Church
of England, a book, commonly called The Book of Common Prayer,
was not composed, but collected, and annexed to an Act of Parlia-
ment then framed, as part of the enacted form of the Liturgy of the
Church of England, If to revile that—if to bring it into contempt,
be not a libel, then Christianity no longer is what Sir Matthew Hale
described it—** parcel of the Common Law of England,” nor this
Sacred Book a part of the Statute Law of the land, because in such
an event the law must declare its inability to support its own pro-
vigsions. In that book there is a Catechism, the object of which is
most important, because it is that part which is peculiarly destined
for forming in the minds of the younger classes of the community that
proper foundation for religious belief which is to influence their fu-
ture conduct. It is that part which the Ministers of the Church of
England are peculiarly bound to teach to those between the infant
and adult state at certain periods of time; it is that part which all
who are initiated into Christianity through baptism must be con-
firmed before they come to their pastor in an aduit state. To
procure this important object, it consists of three parts:—Ilst,
The Service of the Church of England; 2nd, The Apostles’
Creed ( which is professed by every class of Christians, no mat-
ter what be their particular form of worship); and 3d, The Ten
Commandments, which were of divine origin, communicated origi-
nally from the mouth of God through Moses to the Jews. These
form the foundation of all our religious and moral duties; they are
those which, if men would but cbey, there would be an end to strife;
nothing but peace and happiness could then be found in human
society. This Book (The Book of Common Prayer) has also the
Lord’s Prayer, as in his sacred and blessed Sermon on the Mount.
If these works be not what ought to be held sacred from ridicule, what
is there which can be called so in the mind of a Christian? I take
this to be a proposition of law, that he who attempts to parody these
three sacred parts of Christian belief, and presents them to the rrgmd
in a ridiculous shape, does that which is calculated to bring them into
contempt, and is, therefore, by the law of the land, guilty of a libel.
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who can raise a smile at the readiug of the Defendant’s publication,
it is the fullest proof of the baneful effect it has had, and with which
I charge it. 1t is for that very reason I charge it as a libel on the
Law of England, I am not sorry for the faint smile just uttered in
Court. It establishes the baneful tendency of the work. If there
be any here who are not Christians of some sect or other, God forbid
that I should have their applauding support. Their approbation or
disapprobation is alike indifferent to me. When I allude thus to
Christians, let me be supposed as only alluding to those who have
had the opportunity of having the light of Christianity shed upon
them—God forbid I should be supposed to denounce those who had
not had that opportunity. The next Commandment in this Parody is,
¢ Thou shalt have no other Patron but me.” At last comes that part .
where a young man is desired to recite the Lord's Prayer, and this
is parodied in the same manner. I know, Gentlemen of the Jury,
that by the Law of England, it is your provinee to decide on the mat-
ter of the libel, and to say if it be such or no. I am not sorry that
this is the case, for I think it impossible that any twelve men who
understand the Law of England, and the precepts of Christianity,
which are part and parcel of that Law, can read this production of
the Defendant’s without being decidedly of opinion that it is impos-
sible to read it without seeing that its necessary and obvious conse-
quence must be fo bring into contempt the Liturgy of the Church of
England. I forbear, Gentlemen, from reading any more of this pro-
duction, as it will shortly be read by the Clerk. I shall now go tor
prove the publication by the Defendant; it will be for you to take it
fairly and fully under your investigation, gnd, according to the solemn
obligation you have taken—that obligation of an oath which is
founded on religion, or it is no oath at all—decide upon it; and so
help you God.

The ArTorxEY-GENERAL then called witnesses to prove the publi-
cation of the Parodies by the Defendant.

Griffin Swanton, examined by Mr. TorpiNe.

He held in his hand a pamphlet, called Wilkes's Catechism, which
e bought on the 17th of February last, at Mr. Hone's shop, No. 55,
“leet-street. He bought it from a boy or a girl in this shop which
then had Mr. Hone's name over the door. The girl, he believed, said
she was Mr. Hone's daughter. Two-pence was the price of it. He
bought pamphlets afterwards at the same place, and marke::‘l them at
the time. He observed bills in the window, that a publication by the
name of this Catechism was sold there, but he could not Iremllect

whether there were posting bills advertising it.

Henry Hutchings, examined by Mr. RICHARDSON. 7 g

On the 7th of February last, he was the landlord of a shop, No. 53.

Fleet-street, and Mr. Hone, now in Court, was then his tenant, and

up to Midsummer. He used to sell books and pamphlets. The

parish was situate in St. Dunstan’s in the West, and he believed in the
City of London.

Thomas White, ezamined by Mr. SHEPHERD.
Was Clerk of the Inner Treasury at the King’s Bench, and pro-
duced The Book of-Common Prayer, and the Seal. He pointed out
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I believe that King James the Second was a legitimate Sovereign,
and that King William the Third was not ; that the Pretender was of
the right line; and that George the Third's grandfather was not ;
that the dynasty of Bourbon is immortal; and that the glass in the
eye of Lord James Murray was not Betty Martin. I believe in the
immaculate purity of the Committee of Finance, in the independence
of the Committee of Secresy, and that the Pitt System is everlasting
Amen.

Q. What dost thou chiefly learn in these Articles of thy Belief?

A. First, I learn to forswear all conscience, which was never meant
to trouble me, nor the rest of the tribe of Courtiers. Secondly, to
swear black is white, or white black, according to the good pleasure of
the Ministers. Thirdly, to put on the helmet of Impudence, the only
armour against the shafts of Patriotism.

Q. You said that your Sureties did promise for you, that you
;;Jhﬂ::.ld keep the Minister's Commandments ; tell me how many there
er '

A, - Ten.

Q. Which be they?

A. The same to which the Minister for the time being always
obliges his creatures to swear, I the Minister am the Lord thy
liege, who brought thee out of Want and Beggary, into the House of
Commons.

I. Thou shalt have no other Patron but me,

II. Thou shalt not support any measure but mine, nor shalt thou
frame clauses of any bill in its progress to the House above, or in the
Committee beneath, or when the mace is under the table, except it be
mine. Thou shalt not bow to Lord CocarAxE, nor shake hands with
him, nor any other of my real opponents ; for 1 thy Lord am a jealous
Minister, and forbid familiarity of the Majority, with the Friends of
the People, unto the third and fourth cousins of them that divide
against’me; and give places, and thousands and tens of thousands, to
them that divide with me, and keep my Commandments.

IIT. Thou shalt not take the Pension of thy Lord the Minister in

" wvain ; for I the Minister will force him to accept the Chilterns that

taketh my Pension in vain.

IV. Remember that thou attend the Minister's Levee day; on other
days thou shalt speak for him in the House. and fetch and carry, and
do all that he commandeth thee to do; but the Levee day is for the
glorification of the Minister thy Lord: In it thou shalt do no work in
the House, but shalt wait upon him, thou, and thy daughter, and thy
wife, and the Members that are within his influsnce ; for on other days
the Minister is inaccessible, but delighteth in the Levee day; where-
fore the Minister appointed the Levee day, and chatteth thereon fami-
liarly, and is amused with it.

V. Honour the Regent and the helmets of the Life Guards, that
thy stay may be long in the Place, which the Lord thy Minister giveth

ee.
VI. Thou shalt not call starving to death murder.

VII. Thou shalt not call Royal gallivanting adultery.
VIIL. Thou shalt not say, that to rob the Public is to steal.
IX. Thou shalt bear false witness against the people.
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him to save and defend us, in all dangers of life and limb, from the
People, our natural enemies; and that he will help us in fleecing and
grinding them ; and this I trust he will do out of care for himself, and
our support of him through our corruption and influence ; and there-
fore I say Amen. So be it.

Q. How many Tests hath the Minister ordained ;

A. Twe only, as generally necessary to elevation; (that is to say)
Passive Obedience and Bribery.

Q. What meanest thou by this word Test?

A. I mean an outward visible sign of an inward intelleetual mean-
ness, ordained by the Minister himself as a pledge to assure him
thereof,

Q. How many parts are there in this Test?

A. Two; the outward visible sign, and the intellectual meanness,

Q. What is the outward visible sign or form of Passive Obedience ?

A. Dangling at the Minister's heels, whereby the person is degra-
ded beneath the baseness of a slave, in the character of a Pensioner.
Placeman, Expectant Parasite, Toadeater, or Lord of the Bedchamber.

Q. What is the inward intellectual meanness ?

A. A death unto Freedom, a subjection unto perpetual Thraldom :
for being by nature born free, and the children of Independence, we
are hereby made children of Slavery.

Q. What is required of persons submitting to the Test of Passive
Obedience ?

A. Apostacy, whereby they forsake Liberty; and faith, whereby
they stedfastly believe the promises of the Minister, made to them
upon submitting to that Test.

Q. Why was the Test of Bribery ordained?

A, For the continual support of the Minister's influence, and the
feeding of us, his needy creatures and sycophants.

Q. What is the outward part or sign in the Test of Bribery?

A. Bank notes, which the Minister hath commanded to be offered
by his dependants.

Q. Why then are beggars submitted to this Test, when by reason
of their poverty they are not able to go through the necessary forms 2

A. Because they promise them by their Sureties; which promise,
when they come to lucrative offices, they themselves are bound to
perform.

Q. What is the inward part, or thing signified ?

A. The industry and wealth of the People, which are verily and
indeed taken and had by Pensioners and Sinecurists, in their Cor-
ruption.

Q. What are the benefits whereof you are partakers thereby ?

A. The weakening and impoverishing the People, through the loss
of their Liberty and Property, while our wealth becomes enormous,
and our pride intolerable.

Q. What is required of them who submit to the Test of Bribery and
Corruption ?

A. To examine themselves, whether they repent them truly of any
signs of former honour and patriotism, stedfastly purposing hence-
forward to be faithful towards the Minister; to draw on and off like
his glove; to erouch to him like a spaniel ; to purvey for him like a
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raised against him throughout the country by this circumstance, and
the injury which he had sustained by misrepresentations coming from
the highest authorities in the country. The late Attorney-General
had charged him with a second information, and he then observed,
that whether he were charged with one information, or 300 informa-
tions, he would not plead unless copies were given to him. The At

torney General in reply observed, that the number of informations
depended on the number of publications. He did not, however,
mean to charge Sir William Garrow with any intention to pro-
duce an unfavourable impression in the public mind against him,
But he must say, and he would say it boldly, because he said it truly.
that no man was ever treated with greater injustice than l::e
was by Lord Ellenborough. Previous to his arrest, under warrant
issued by his Lordship, he had not been out of the house all the
week ; he had been engaged in writing, and no application had been
made by any one to see him of which he did not hear. Two officers
served him near his own door upon the warrant of Lord Ellenborough
and refused to let him go home, without stating any reason why they
made that refusal. He was taken to Sergeant’s-inn coffee-house, and
afterwards carried to a lock-up house in Shire-lane, where he re-
mained till half-past five, anxiously expecting Mr. Gibbon, the tipstan
(who, he was told, was coming), in order that he might learn from
him the charge, and send for friends to bail him. Gibbon did not
come, and he remained ignorant of the charge. On the Monday fol

lowing, at @ moment when he was retiring for the purposes of nature,
he was put into a coach, and ordered to be taken to Westminster-hal.
to plead; but even then the officer could not tell him to what he
- was to plead. While in the coach, he found it almost impossible
to keep himself from fainting : but he was told, that when he arrived
at Westminster, sufficient time would be allowed him. He was,
however, taken into Court, and whilst one of the informations was
being read, a mist came before his eyes, he felt giddy, and applied
for leave to sit. The answer of Lord Ellenborough was  No; " and
it was pronounced with an intonation that might have been heard at
the further end of the hall. This refusal, instead of making him
sink on the floor, as he had before expected to do, had the effect
that a glass of water on being thrown into his face would have had,
and he felt perfectly relieved. At the same time, however, he could
not help feeling contempt for the inhumanity of the Judge. He was
then taken to the King’s-Bench, and was afterwards found senseless
in his room there. not having performed an office of nature for
several days. That arose out of the inhumanity of Lord Ellen-
borough. :

Here Mr. Justice Apsorr interrupted the defendant, stating that
he had better apply himself to the charge against him. He was un-
willing to iuterrupt any person who was making his defence ; but
where, as in this case, it became absolutely necessary, he could not
refrain. It was the duty of Lord Ellenborough to pursue the course
of the Court, and it was customary for defendants to stand while the
informations filed against them were being read.

The defendant proceeded.—He should be sorry to be out of order,
but he believed instances had been known in which defendants
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the Star-c}]ambm had transmigrated, and lived azain in the Courts
of Westminster-hall, who borrowed from the Star- chamber what
that Court had taken from the Roman law. A timid jury will
give way to an awful Judge, delivering oracularly ‘the law,
and charging them to beware of their oaths. They would do
s0; they had done so; nay, a respectable member of their own
house l_:ta-:l l_;n]cl them, that on the authority of a judge, ke found a
man guilty in whom he could find no guilt.’?  Mr. Dowdeswell’s hill
was bmught in, but it did not pass into a law. Mr.Burke persevered
in the same cause for a number of years, without success: but in
1790, the late Mr. Fox brought in a bill, which was now called the
Libel Bill, and it was under the authority of that solemn Act
of Parliament that they now sat to try this information. This
bill had fixed the gﬂwers of juries in cases of libel, and made
1t mmperative on them to determine on the whole of mat-
ters charged in the information. Now he was charged—
with what!  With intending to excite impiety and irreligion,
not with having excited it; so that, as the law stood before,
i there Lad been but one copy printed, they would have been
told to find him guilty, if it could be proved that the work was
published by him; but now, if he had sold 10,000 copies it was the
intention with which thﬁ]f had to do, As to blasphemy and profane-
ness, he spurned the charge; and when he said he spurned it, he
could assure them they should not hear him say one word to-day
which he did not utter from his heart, and from the most perfect con-
vietion. They were not to inquire whether he was a member of the
Established Church or a Dissenter; it was enough that he professed
himself to be a Christian: and he would be bold to say, that he made
that profession with a reverence for the doctrines of Christianity which
could not be exceeded by any person in that Court. He had, how-
ever, been held up as a man unfit to live, as a blasphemer, a monster,
a wretch ; he had been called a wretch who had kept body and soul
together by the sale of blasphemous publications. If any man knew
any one act of his life to which profaneness and impiety might be
applied, he would ask and defy that man to stand forward and con-
tradict him at that moment. He was innocent of that charge ; and it
was the proudest day of his life to stand there, because he was not
putting in a plea of not guiIt.y against a charge of infamous and blas-
phemous libel ; for if he were guilty of blasphemy, he would go to
the stake and burn as a blasphemer, at the same time avowing the
blasphemy. He said this, because he considered nothing was dearer
to man than sincerity, It had been the misfortune of his life to have
his actions micinterpreted by the papers, by the lookers en—the mere
every-day observers ; but there were a few individuals of the Estab-
lished Church who knew every thing alledged against him to be a foul
and base calumny. It was impossible for a man so humble in life as
himself to wage war with opinions broached by a secretary of State, but
when he heard Lord Sidmouth, in the House of Lords, rising every
night and calling these little publications blasphemous, he had felt
disposed to interrupt him. The odds were terribly against him
in a prosecution of this kind, for he had to contend with the
Sccretary of State—a man whose opinions were adopted by a
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now stating. It is my duty to take care that the time of the Court
should mot be consumed improperly; any other motive I cannot
have,

Mr. Hoxe said, that no person could be more anxious than himself
to save the time of his Lordship and of the Jury. If the Attorney-Gen-
eral had asked him, he would have admitted the publication of the
work in order to save time ; but if he were prevented from going on
with what he had begun to state, it would disarrange the whole of his
defence. He brought forward his arguments in the best way he could,
and he hoped for the indulgence of the Court. He would very briefly
state what he saw of the mode of striking juries. The Master of the
Crown Office took the book in his hand, and, putting his pen between
the leaves, selected the name that appeared against the pen. The Mas-
ter struck three juries for him in this way ; but when he (the defend-
ant) was leaving the office, he could not help observing, that out of
144 persons, there were only two whose names he had ever heard of
before —he who had lived in London all his life, and had been actively
engaged. One of them was Mr. Sharpe, and he only knew his name
as a member of the House of Commons. When, therefore, he saw
those names he began to reflect whether the Master had struck the
juries from a proper list; and Mr. Pearson, his attorney, conceiving
that il was not a proper book, he (the defendant) afterwards sent a
solemn protest to the Master of the Crown-office, when he knew Mr.
Litchfield, solicitor of the Treasury, would be present, against those
Juries, and the result was, that the Crown abandoned its Special
Juries ; Mr. Litchfield waved the three juries which had been struck
in his case. The Crown consented to his discharge on his own
recognizance, Three weeks ago these informations were revived and
notices given of fresh juries, and of this trial. He attended at the
Crown-office, and he was glad to find that a new book of good jury-
men was coming down to the office. He was told that a book contain-
ing the names of 8,000 persons in London would be sent down. The
book came down, and the Master chose the juries as before, but he did
not take the names against which his pen struck.

Mr. Justice ApBorT.—I really cannot see how this bears upon the
cause. I shall not discharge my own duty if I suffer you to proceed.
I am unwilling to interfere, and prevent a defendant from stating
anything that bears upon his case, but I cannot see the least bearing
in what you are now stating.

Mr. HoxE could assure his Lordship that he would not say any
thing disrespectful to the Court, but he thought the point most im-
portant, and he hoped he should be allowed to proceed.

A Juryman said he also thought it might be material, on account ot
the notice which the public prints had taken of this subject. The
defendant, therefore, should have an opportnnity of stating the facts
truly.

IEr. Justice Assorr regretted that the public prints should agitate
these matters previous to trial. As one of the gentlemen of the jury,
however, wished to hear some explanation, the defendant might
proceed.

Mr. HoxEe resumed.—He had observed, that the Master did not
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not entertain a respect for him [defendant]. From being a book-dealer
he became a bookseller ; and what was very unfortunate, he was too
much attached to his books to part with them. He had a wife and seven
children, and had lately 8mployed himself in writing for their sup-
port. As to parodies, they weve as old, at least, as the invention of
printing ; and he never heard of a prosecution for a parody, either
religious or any other. There were two kinds of parodies: one in
which a man might convey ludicrous or ridiculous ideas relative to
some other subject; the other, where it was intended to ridicule the
thing parodied. The latter was not the case here, and therefore he
bad not brought religion into contempt. It was vemarkable that in
October last a most singular parody was inserted in the Edinburgh
Magazine, which was published by Mr. Blackwood. The parody
was written with a great deal of ability, and it was impossible but
. that the authors must have heard of this prosecution. The parody
was mace on a certain chapter of Ezekiel, and was introduced by a
preface, stating that it was a translation of a Chaldee manuseript
preserved in a great library at Paris, There was a key to the
parody which furnished the names of the persons described in it
The key was not published, but he had obtained a copy of it, Mn.
Blackwcod is telling his own story ; and the two cherubims were
Mr. Cleghorn, a farmer, and Mr. Pringle, a schoolmasier, who
had been engaged with him as editor of a former wnagazine ; th

¢crafty man'’ was Mr. Constable; and the work that “ruled th

nation” was the “ Edinburgh Review.” The defendant then read
a long extract from the parody, of which the following is a spe-
clunen i—

““ Now, in those days, there lived also a man who was crafly in
council, and cunning in all manner of working; and I beheld the
man, and he was comely and well favoured, and he had a notable
horn in his forehead wherewith he ruled the nations. And I saw
the horn, that it had eyes, and a mouth speaking great things,
and it magnified itself even to the Prince of the Host, and it cast
down the truth to the ground, and it grew and prospered. And
when this man saw the book, and beheld the things that were
in the book, he was troubled in spirit and much cast down. And
he said unto himself, why stand I idle here, and why do 1 not be-
stir myself? Lo! this book shall become a devouring sword in
the hand of my adversary, and with it will he root up or
loosen the horn that is in my forehead, and the hope of my gains
shall perish from the face of the earth. And he hated the book, and
the two beasts that had put words into the book, for he judged accord-
ing to the reports of men; nevertheless, the man was cralty in
counsel, and more cunning than his fellows. And he said unto the
two beasts, come ye aund put your trust under the shadow of my
wings, and we will destroy the man whose name is as ebony, and his
book.”

He observed that Mr. Blackwood was much respected by a great
number of persons. 1

Mr. Justice Apsort said, he could not think their respect
would be increased by such a publication. He must express his
disapprobation of it; and at the same time Ul‘ﬂﬂ-_'r'.*ﬂld, that the de-
fendant, by citing it, was only defending one offence by another.
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Mr. Justice AsnorT thought it better that the defendant should
not read any more of this paredy : it could only shock the ears of
well-disposed and religious persons; and hie must again repeat that
the law did not allow one offence to be vindicated by another. He
wished the defendant would not read such things,

Mr. Hone.—My Lord, your Lordship’s ohservation is in the very
epirit of what Pope Leo X. said to Martin Luther—* For God’s
sake don't say a word about the indulgencies and the monasteries,
and I'll give you a living,” thus precluding him from mentioning
the very thing in dispute. I must go on with these parodies, said
Mr, Hone, or I cannot go on with my defence.

The next book he should refer to was a volume of sermons by
Bishop Latimer, in which there were one illustrated by a game of
cards. He recollected to have seen an old book of sermons with
a wooden cut, in which the clergyman was represented holding
out a card in his hand from the pulpit. He had no donbt but that
wooden cut was a portrait of the Bishop preaching the very ser-
mon to which he was about to call the attention of the Jury. Let
it be recollected that the author of this sermon was the great La-
timer, who suffered for the truth.  Would any one venture to say
t hat he meant to ridicule religion ? Many of the sermons were
preached before the King and the Privy Council ; that to which he
referred was the 64th, and entitled * The first of two sermons of
the Card, preached at Cambridee, in Advent, 1526.”" The Rev.
Bishop says, * And because 1 cannot declare Christ’s rule unto
you at one time as it ought to be done, I will apply myselfaccord-
ing to your custom at this time of Christmas. I will, as I said,
declare untio you Christ's rule, but that shall be in Christ’s cards,
wherein you shall perceive Christ’s rule. = The game that we will
play at shall be the triumph [this word triumph, said Mr. Hone,
15 what we now call trump, which is a corruption of the original
term ], which, if it be well played at, he that dealeth shall win,
and the standers and lookers upon shall do the same ; insomuch
that there is no man that is willing to play at this trinmph with
these cards but they chall be all winners and no losers; let, there-
1ore, every Christian man and woman play at these cards, that
they may have and obtain the triumph. You must mark, also,
that the triumph must apply to fetch home unto him all the other
cards, whatsoever suit they be of. Now, then, take you this first
card, which must appear and be showed unto you as followeth ;~-
You have heard what was spoken to men of the old law—Thou
shall not kill ; whosoever shall kill, shall be in danger of judgment ;
and whosoever shall say unto his neighbour radre (that is to say,
brainless, or any other word of rebukingﬁ ghall be in danger of a
council ; and whosoever shall say unto his neighbour fool, shall
be in danger of Hell fire.”” This eard was made and spoken by
Christ himself. He would not take up the time of the Court by
reading the whole of what the Rev. Prelate had said, but would
confine himself to a passage where he described bad passions under
the name of Turks. * These evil-disposed aflections and sensual-
ities in us are always contrary to our salvation. What shall we
do now or imagine to thrust down these Turks, and to subdue
them ? It isa great ignominy and shame for a Christian man to
be bound and subject unto a Turk. Nay, it shall not be so; we
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our most gracious Lord, to the abundant sorrow of our relenting
hearts, to whose empty chair we now bow in all reverence, in token
of our duty and obedience.  For we now too well (O Lords) under-
El_am:l that we have grievously sinned, which hath made your honours
gwe us as a spoil unto robbers, viz. your committees, sequestrators,
excisemen, and pursuivants,” &e. The parties are then desired

if t.hey find no redress, to turn to the House of Commons ; ul‘te;
which, this direction follows :—* Here, let all the people sing, Ps. 43,
Judge and revenge, &ec.; and then facing about to Henry VII..s
Chapel, let all the people rehearse the articles of their new reformed
faith, and after say as follows:” —The passage thus directed to be
said, and the whole article concludes thus : “ We beseech thee by all
these, pray against the plaguy diseases your hypoerisy hath brought
upon the two Houses of Parliament and the whole kingdom, by he-
resy, poverty, impeachments, banishments, and the like, amen. Then
let the people sing the 41st Psalm, and so depart.” He had already
proved to the Court and Jury that eminent and pious divines had
been in the habit of approving and writing parodies.  He should now
show them that that species of composition had also been sanctioned
by the approbation of eminent lawyers. In a collection of tracts, by
the great Lord Somers, there is a parody commencing thus :— Ecce !
The New Testament of our Lords and Saviours, the House of our
Lords and Saviours, the House of Commons, and the Supreme Coun-
cil at Windsor. Newly translated out of their own heathenish Greck
ordinances, with their former proceedings; diligently compared and
revised, and appointed to be read in all conventicles. Chap. 1. The
Genealogy of the Paliament from the year 1640 to this present
1648. The conception of their brain, by the influence of the Devil ;
and born of Hell and Damnation, when they were espoused to Vir-
tue. 1. The Book of the Generation of John Pim, the son of Judas,
the son of Belzebub. 2. Pimn begat a Parliament, a Parliament be-
gat Showd, Showd begat Hazelrig, and Hazelrig begat Hullis. 3.
Hollis begat Hotham, Hotham begat Martin, and Martin begat Cor-
bet; and so on the article goes parodying the whole of the genealogy
of Christ, as given in the first chapter of Matthew. It is afterwards
in the 13th verse stated, then King Charles being a just man, and
not willing to have his people ruinated, was minded to dissolve them.
14. But while he thought on these things, behold an angel of dark-
ness appeared to him, saying, King Charles, these men intend nothing
but thine and the kingdom's good, therefore, fear not to give them
this power, for what they now undertake is of the Holy Ghost. 14.
And they shall bring forth a son, and shall call his name reformation;
he shall save the people from their sins. 16. Now all this was done that
it might be fulfilled which was spoken long ago in the prophecy.—
Owtwel Bais.”  Then follows the second chapter, which 1s also a
close parody on the second chapter of Matthew., The third
chapter of Matthew is parodied by an application to Saltmarsh
and Dell, two noted preachers of those times. It commences
thus :—* In those days came Saltmarsh the Antinomian, and
Dell, the Independant, and preached to the eitizens of London.
The fourth chapter is a parody on the temptations of Christ.
He would read only a few passages :—“ I. Then was King
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The next work to which Mr. Hone called the attention of the jury
was a small tract purporting to be translated from the French of Fa-
ther La Chaise. It was a parody on the Catechism intended to
satirize Lewis X1V, He was asked, Whose child are you? And
answered, That he was begotten by Cardinal Richelieu on the body of
Aun of Austria. He was then made to lament his breach of faith
with the Hugonots. The whole was a gross libel on the King ot
France, but no ridicule of the Holy Scriptures. The next work to
which he should allude was the Fair Circassian, stated to be written
by a Gentleman Commoner of Oxford. The author was known to
be the Rev. Mr. Croxal, the translator of Hsop. It was a very free
parody on the Canticles ; he held it in his hand, but he did not think
it fit to be publicly read. \

He should now refer to a work entitled the Champion, published
in 1741. It was a periodical publication, and in it he found the fol-
lowing parody :

Verse 5. The triumph of the wicked is short, and the joy of the
hypocrite but for a moment.

““ This is evident in the case of the children of Israel, who were
formerly oppressed with the Egyptian task-masters ; those miscreants,
with Pharoah av their head (like Colossus), aflicted the poor
Israelites with their burdens, and built for Pharoah Treasure Cities,
Pithom and Raamses. But short was the triumph of the wicked.
The Israelites were delivered, and Pharoah with his host of existing
task masters thrown into the Red Sea.

“ Remember this, O Pharoak of N—f—Ilk !—thou, who as Ben-*
jamin has raven’d like a wolf, in the morning hast devoured the prey,
and at night divided the spoil. Gen. xlix., 17,

“ Though his excellency monnt up to the heavens and his head
reach unto the clouds.

 This is to say, however set forth in a preamble.

“ 7. Yet he shall perish for ever like his own dung ; They which
have seen him shall say, where is he ?

Ainst soit il !

“ He shall fly away as a dream, and shall not be fouud; Yea, he
shall be chased away as a vision of the night. .dmen.

“ The eye also which saw him, shall see him no more; neither
shall his place any more behold him.”

In the Foundling Hospital for Wit, is a paper, entitled ¢ Lessons
of the Day, Ist and 2nd Book of Preferment, &c.” He should trouble
the jury with a few extracts from it. The 1st lesson here beginneth
the 1st chapter of the Book of Preferment ;:—

* 1. Now it came to pass in the 15th year of the reign of George the
King, in the 2ud month, on the 10th of the month at even, I.]au_t a
deep sleep came upon me, the visions of the night possessed my spirits :
I dreamed, and behold Rober., the minister, camne in unto the King,
and besought him, saying :—

2. O King, live for ever! Let thy throne be esta'blish_ed from
generation to generation! But behold now, the power which thou
gavest unto thy servant is at an end, the Chippenkam election is
lost, and the enemies of thy servant triumph over him. ;

“ 3. Wherelore, now, 1 pray thee, if I have found favour in thy
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when lost to the greatest part of mankind, by the wisdom of God, and
the valour of my ancestors, freeholders of this realn.

“ Wilt thou stand fast in this liberty, whereunto thou art born and
entitled by the laws of thy country ?

“ A. Yes,verily, by God's grace, T will.

A well-known character, Mr. John Reeves, was the chairman, and
founder of this society, In one of his publications he (the defendant)
had stated that Mr. R. was the publisher of a parody on the Catechism.
Now, Mr. R. was a very loyal man. He meant loyal in a different
sense from his own loyalty, for in respect and obedience to the laws
he yielded to no man.  But Mr. Reeves had got something for his
loyalty—something to make him sit easy. He is the printer of the
Prayer Book, to which he has written an introduction with an address
to the Queen. There is an aneedote connected with Mr. Reeves
which he should wish to relate. Mr. Reeves called at his (the de-
fendant’s) shop, in consequence of the statement respecting his publica-
tion of a parody on the Catechism. He then declared, that his Ma-
jesty’s Ministers had nothing to do with the establishment of the
society at the Crown and Anchor. He therefore took this opportunity
of publicly repeating what Mr. Reeves had said ; but he himsel{ knew
something respecting the institution of that society, which he should
perhaps take the opportunity of stating on another occasion.

Mr. Hone then referred to the papers relative to the Westminster
election of 1784, published in a quarto volume. There are among
them a great number of spiritual purodies, from which he should select
the following, entitled ¢ Fox."”

“ Again the sons of Judas assembled themselves together at the
hotel in the market-place, to present themselves before the Lord
[Hood], and Envy came also to present himself among them. And
Truth said unto Envy, ¢ from whence cometh thou 7 And Envy an-
swered and said, *from walking to and fro in the garden, and appear-
ing upon the hustings.” Then Truth said unto Envy, hast thou con-
sidered my servant Fox, that there is none like him upon the earth,
a perfect and an upright man, one that revereth me and escheweth
evil ? and still he holdeth his integrity, although thou movest agamst
him to destroy him without a cause. Then Envy said, skin for skin,
yea, all that a man hath, will he give for a majority. But put forth
thy hand and touch him, and he will curse thee to thy face. lfi.nﬂ
Truth said unto Envy, behold he isin thy hand, but spare his election.
So Envy went forth from the presence of Truth, and raised up a
majority against Fox of 318 men. Then Insinuation said unto Fox,
Dost thou still retain thy perseverance ?  Curse the poll an_d dEF]mE-
But Fox answered and said, thou speakest as one of the foolish sisters
speaketh ; my cause is just, and I will persevere. And in all these

things Fox sinned not.”
" In the “ Humorous Magazine,” there was a parody on the Te
Deum; and in Grose’s Olio, a parody entitled * The Chronicles of
the Coxheath Camp.” :

He must now refer to that well-known book ¢ The Chronicles of
the Kings of England, from the Norman Conquest to the present
time,” written, as set forth in the preface, by Nathan Ben Sadi He
should beg leave to read some passages [rom it as eg.ca.mples '2'-:{ P?md}'-

« Now it came to pass in the year one thousand sixty and six, in the
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and queen-murderers. And, all that had the blood of royalty in their
veins, they did cruelly destroy. So great was the destruction through
the land, that many thousand guillotines could not clear the prisons
of their innocent vietims; wherefore they drowned them in hundreds,
and butchered them in thousands; and he who could invent the most
speedy method to destroy the hunan race, was accounted worthy of
all honour. And every good man and every virtuous woman were
obliged to fly out of the land, or to hide themselves in rocks and
caves from the fury of Robespierre and the infernal monsters with
whom he overspread the land. And they made the house of God a
repository for the engines of their destruction, and banished all the
priests and religion from the land, and set up a w—e in its stead, to
whom they gave the name of liberty and equality."

The next work he should quote from was one of great celebrity,
on account of the wit and genius displayed in its composition, and
which was in the library of every gentleman who paid attention to
the public affairs of the country—a work which was admired even by
those who differed most from the politics it supported : he meant “ The
Rolliad,” published by Mr. Ridgway, a respectable bookseller, and a
most worthy man. = In that collection of curions pieces, the twenty-
second edition of which, and that not the latest, he held in his hand,
there is one entitled, Vive le Serutiny, to which he begged leave to
call the attention of the jury. It related to the scrutiny, on the cele-
brated Westminster election, carried on in the vestry of St. Ann’s
Church, Soho. It is as follows:—* Cross Gospel the First—But
what says my good Lord Bishop of London to this same Westminster
serutiny—this daily combination of rites sacred and profane—cere-
monies religious and political, under his hallowed roof of St. Ann’s
Church, Soho? Should his Lerdship be unacquainted with this
curious process, let him know it is briefly this:—At ten o’clock the
High Bailiff opens his inquisition for the Perdition of voles, where
he never fails to be honoured with a crowded audience. At eleven
o'clock the High Priest mounts the rostrum in the church for the'
SALVATION OF SovLs, withouta single body to attend him ; even his
corpulent worship the clerk, after the first introductory Amen, filing
off to the vesiry to lend a hand towards reaping a quicker harvest !
The alternate vociferations from church to vestry, during the different
services were found to cross each other sometimes in responses so ap-
posite, that a gentleman who writes short-hand was indoced to take’
down part of the blunder-medley dialogue qf one day, whi_ch he here
transcribes for general information on a subject of such singular im-
portance, viz. i— : 2

¢« High Bailif.—[ The High Bailiff of that day, you must know,
said Mr. Hone, is represented as having been a very ignorant stupid
man.]—1I cannot see that this here fellow is a just vote.

« Curate.— In thy sight shall no man living be justified.

¢« Mr. Fox.—1I despise the pitiful machinationsof my opponents.

¢ Curate—And with thy favourable kindness shalt thou defend
him as with a shield. +

« Witness.—He swore, d—n him if he didn’t give Fox a plumper.

« (Olerk.—Good Lord, deliver us. 2 -

Mr Morgan.—I stand here as counsel for Sir Cecil Wray.
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The Counrr.—This observation has no relation t int i
question.  You cannot be allowed to proceed in I‘Eﬂd';lg]g. g::)nf:ul::
parody on the Lord’s prayer. You may state, in general terms, if
you please, that there is such a parody existing. ;

Mr. Hoxe did not wish to take up the time of the Court unne=
cessarily, and if the general reference to the parody would be suf-
ficient for his case, he was satisfied. He should in the same wa
refer to others on the 2d Book of Exodus, the 3d Book of Chroni-
cles, and the Book of Daniel. There was also one entitled the
Land of Nineveh, written by Sir John Sinclair. Mr. Hone then
produced a large sheet of paper divided into several columns in
different iangua%as, Latin, Russian, German, English. It was
dedicated to the Duke of Wellington, and to the Commanders of
the Russian and other allied armies, and began—* Te Denm :—

* Oh, Emperor of France, we curse thee.
*“ We acknowledge thee to be a Tyrant.

*“ Thou murdering Infidel, all the world detest thee.
* To thee all nations cry aloud,

“ BoNEY, Bongy, Boxey,

* Thou art universally execrated,” &e. &e.

Mr. Justice Aprorr.—You have read enough of it.

Mr. HoNg.—1t is a Ministerial Parody.

Mr. Justice AsBoTT.—1I know nothing of Ministerial or Anti-
Ministerial Parodies. You have stated enough of that publication
for j'uur}}mrpﬂse,

Mr. Hoxk said he perfeetly understood his Lordship, and was
aware that the Court paid no regard to the quarter whence the
parody came ; it was essential to him that the jury should also un-
derstand that had he been a publisher of Ministerial parodies, he
should not now be def'ending himself on the floor of that Court.
It was essential to the friends of justice that all men should stand
equal when they were brought before the tribunal of the laws. But
ke denied that he was placed in that situation of equality when he
was singled out by the Attorney-General to be tried for an offence
which, if it had been committed in favour of the Ministerial Party,
would not have been noticed. It appeared that this Parody on
the Te deuwm had been translated into various languages—into
French, Dutch, German, Russian, and Italian—for the express
purpose of being read by the troops on the Continent; and itcould
not be doubted that it had a most extensive circulation. He held
in his hand another Parody, published many years ago, called
“ The Political Creed,” and a second, denominated * The Poor
Man’s Litany,” neither of which had been prosecuted.

He should now call the attention of the Jury to a print which
was published at the commencement of the present year; and he
did so, not for the purpose of ridiculing the print, or its objeet,
but to show the way in which many individuals wished to convey
certain notions to the minds of those whom they were anxious to
reform. In this instance, recourse had evidently been had to

arody. The print was called * The Spiritual Barometer; or,
The Scale and Progress of Sin and Death.” It was, in fact, a
Parody on Dr. Lettsom’s Parody of the thermometers before pro-
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had for centuries. If the publication be profane, it ought not to bhe
tolevated.

Mr. HoNe.—It was most evident that this practice worked its own
remedy. Publications of this kind could not have any effect, except
amongst persons of the most ignorant description.  Millions of these
Carols had been sold—and he hal never heard that religion was
brought into contempt by them.

The Christinas Carol attached to this publication began in the
way usual.—

“ God rest you merty gentlemen,
Let nothing you dismay ;
Remember Christ our Saviour

Was born on Christmas day.”

It contained verses which, to a person of the least eultivated intel-
lect, were ridiculous ; but to the lowest class of the community, who
purchased these, the lowest species of literary ware, such composi-
tiors, and the ideas they conveyed, were familiar, and were not of
ludicrous construction.  For instance, there was a verse in this very
carol which he remembered to have heard sung in the streets ever
Christmas since he was a child, which described the pleasure of the
Virgin Mary in tending on her infant in these homely words :—
*“ The first good joy our Mary had,
It was the joy of one;
To see her own child Jesus
To suck at her breast bone.”

And so it went on.—[The Attorney-General here manifested great
uneasiness.] The Attorney-General need not be alarmed. It could
have no effect even upon the most ignorant, and millions of copies
had been circulated long before he came into office.

But he would now call the attention of the jury to a parody dif-
fering very much from any of those he had hitherto noticed. He
alluded to the celebrated parody of Mr, Canning—yes, of Mr. Can-
ning, who ought, at that moment, to be standing in his place, but
who had been raised to the rank of a Cabinet Minister, and was one
of those very men who were now persecuting him—for he could not
give any milder appellation to the weatment ha had received. He
was dragged before the Court, from behind his counter—and for
what 7 For doing that which a Cabinet Minister had been suffered
to do with impunity. He would assert that the Attorney-General
would aet wrong—that he would proceed partially and unfairly—if
he did not bring Mr. Canning forward. *“If I,” said Mr. Hone,
*“ am oonviced, he ought to follow me to the cell—if my family is
ruined, his family ought to be made to feel a little—if I am injured
by this indecent, this unjust prosecution, he ought not to be snffered
to escape unpunished.”—This parody, after being first printed in
the Anu-Jacobin newspaper, was re-published in a splendid work,
which he now held in his hand, entitled * The Poetry of the Anti-
Jacobin ;" the expense of printing was defrayed by the late Mr.
Pitt, Mr. Canning, nearly all the Cabinet Ministers, and many other
persons connected with that party. The parody was also ornamented
by a masterly engraving by Mr. Gilray. Was it not enough to have
written the parody to which he alluded, without proceeding to have
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While countless votaries, thronging in his train,

Wave their red caps, and hymn this jocund strws -.
* Couriers and Stars, sedition’s evening lost,

Thou Morning Chronicle and Morning Post,

Whether ye make the Rights of Man your theme

Your country libel, and your God blaspheme,

Or dirt on private worth snd virtue throw,

Still, blasphemous or blackguard,—praise Lepaux 1
* And ye five other wandering bards that move

In sweet accord of harmony and love,

Uoleridge and Southey, Lloyd and Lamb, and Co.,

T'ane all your mystic harps to—praise Lepaux !

* Priestley and Wakefield, humble, holy men,
Give praises to his name with tongue and pen !

¢ Thelwall, and ye that lecture as ye go,
And for your pains get pelted,—praise Lepanx !

¢ Praise him each Jacobin, or fool, or knave,
And your cropp’d heads in sign of worship wave !

¢ All ereeping creatures, venomous and low,
Paine, Williams, Godwin, Holeroft,—praise Lepaux !

* And thou Leviathan !* on ocean’s brim,
Hugest of living things that sleep and swim ;
Thou in whose nose, by Burke's gigantic hand,
The hook was fixt, to drag thee to the land;
With Coke, Colquhoun, and Anson, in thy train,
And Whitbread wallowing in the yeasty main—
Still as ye snort, and puff, and spout, and blow,
In pufling, and in spouting,—praise Lepaux !’ "

Mr. Justice ABporT,—Of what use is this to you, as a matler
of defence ?

Mr. Hone.—The parody was written by Mr. Cauning, who has
not been moleste d.

Mr. Justice ApBorT—How do you know that he is the author
of it? It does not appear to be a parody on any part of the Sacred
Writings.

Mr. HoveE —I will shew that it was written by Mr. Canning—
but I know it is unpleasant that his name should be mentioned here.

Mr. Justice ABBort.—It is unjust that any person’s name should
be mentioned otherwise than properly. It is my duty to take care
that no man shall be improperly noticed here. Whether a man be
Ministerial or Anti-Ministerial has nothing to do with it,

Mr. Howe—It is my duty, though your Lordship says this is
not a Parody on the Sacred Writings, to endeavour to shew, with
due deference, that it is.

Mr. Justice ABBoTT,—As far as you have gone, it does not ap-
pear to be a parody on anything sacred. It seems to be a parody
on passages in Milton and Pope. But, if you askmy opinion, I dis-
tinctly state, I do not approve of it—nor of any parody on serious
works: '

Mr. HonE said he should prove that it was a parody on Scripture ;
and there were two lines which that contemptibls Newspaper, The

. _E[‘lm _Irflukﬁ of Bedford.
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He could not recollect all the tunes he had heard there—but one
of them, that of “ Lullaby,” was a peculiar favourite. There was
also a selection of tunes adapted to the Psalms and Hymus of Dr.
Watts, and others. These tunes were selected by a respectable
Baptist Minister, now living, the Rev. John Rippnn, Doctor of
Divinity, Amongst these was a hymn, commencing...

' There is a land of pure delight,
Where saints immortal dwell,”

which was set to the tune of

“ Drink to me only with thine eyes,
And I will pledge with mine.”

There was also one to the tune of “Tell me, babbling Echo,
why,"...another, commencing

‘“ How blest are they whose sins are covered o'er,”

was to a tune ia one of Mr, Corri’s operas. There were. indeed,
several similar instances in this, and other books of melodies for
Divine worship. This book of Hymn Tunes contained “ When
war's alarms called my Willy from me,” and one hymn was set to
“ Bonaparte’s March.” These different instances proved that those
who had the most decided religious feelings might make use of pro-
fane or secular means for the purpose, not of bringing religion into
contempt, but of supporting it. It was the intention that constitated
the liber, and notthe mereact of publication. They all knew very well
how guarded the Jewish Law was with respect to homicide. 1f a man
committed homicide, he was put on his trial for it—but whether it
was justifiable or unjustifiable, or accidental homicide, depended on
the eireumstances under which it was committed. [fa man,striking
a blow with an axe at a tree, caused the head of the axe to fly ofi,
and a man was thereby slain, though the circumstance was to be
deplored, yet it was but accidental homicide, and the person who
committed the deed, not having intended it, would not be punished.
But, if a person stabbed another with a knife designedly, it wasmur-
der. The same distinction should be takenin this case—and he ut-
terly denied that he had the slightest idea of offending or injuring
any person when he published the parody. He had thus shown
that there was no practice in the annals of literature more common
than that of parodies on sacred or devotional writings ; that they
had been written by the highest and most dignified members of the
Church—by the Father of the Reformation—by the Martyrs of the
Church of England—by men to whose motives not a shadow of sus-
picion could attach—in all times—in all manners—in defence of
the Government and the Church itself—that at no time had it been
condemned by Courts of Justice—and now for the first time a friend-
less, and as his persecutors hoped, a defenceless man was fixed on to
be made a sacrifice for this sin, which had been cherished and ap-
planded for centuries. He was told that these productionsof Reform-
ers, of Martyrs, of Dignitaries, of Clergymen, of Ministers and Pen-
sioners, had been illegal. The Judge told him so. He denied it. What
proof did the Judge produce—in what instance had one of those pro-
ductions which he had read, orof coachloadsof others whichhe might
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tify the act. Tt might be so—but it would be a most eryel hard.
ship if he, who, from the long continuance of the system, had been
induced to adopt it, should be punished for that which his predeces-
sors and contemporaries did with impunity. Tn his opinion the ex-
istence of such publications for so long a time, proved that they
were not libellous; for, it they were, they would have been pro-
secuted. But they had not been prosecuted—not even in times when
Judges on the Bench told the Jury that they had only to find the
fact of publication, but that they were not to decide the questions
of libel or no libel. His Majesty’s Secretaries of State, w o ought
to be the conservators of the public morals, had committed high
treason against the peace and happiness of socicty, if, believing such
publications to be libellous, they had suffered them so long to exist
unnoticed. They had now, however, selected him for punishment ;
but, he was sure, the good sense and excellent understanding of
Mr. Attorney-General, must have led him to think that the seEect—
lon was not a justone. Whether he went home to his distressed
family, or retired in the custody of Mr. Jones'’s gentlemen, [ Mr.
Jones is the Marshal of the King's Bench Prison, and was present
in Court with his tipstaves] he should leave the Court conscious that
he was innocent of'any intention to bring the religion of his country
mto contempt. Ifsuffering the sentence he was sure to receive,
should he be found guilty, and he were placed within the walls of
a dungeon, with a certainty that he shonld never see his family
again, still he should, to his dying moment, deny that he had ever
published those tracts in order to ridicule religion. (Loud cheer-
ing). The Attorney-General, and every man with whom laws ori-
ginated, wounld do well to render them so clear, that they eould be
easily understood by all ; that no person could be mistaken. Was
it to be supposed that he, with a wife and a family of seven chil-
dren, would, if his mind were ever so depraved, have sat down and
written a libel, if he were aware it was one. None but a maniac
would act so indiscreetly. There were, however, very few men who
understood the law of libel. Tt was,in fact, a shadow—it was un-
definable. His Lordship called this publication a libel; but he
would say, with all due deference, that his Lordship was mistaken.
That only could be ecalled a libel, which twelve men, sworn well
and truly to try the cause, declared to be one.  He would not oc-
cupy their time much further. It was an important feature of
his defence, to show that parodies might be written in order to ex-
cite certain ideas, without any desire to turn the oviginal produet-
ion into ridicule. He thought he had already shown that this
was not the case ; he thought it was pretty clear that Martin
Luther did not mean to ridicule the Psalms; that Dr. Boys, the
Dean of Canterbury, did not mean to ridicule the Lord’s Prayer;
that the Author of the “ Visitation Service for a sick Parliament,”
published by a zealous partisan of Charles I. did not mean to ridi-
cule the service of the Church of England ; that Mr. Canning did
not mean to ridicule the Scripture nor Milton. Why, then, shounld
it be presumed that he had such an intention ? 1In ** The Spirit
of the Journals” was to be found the following parody on * Black
Eyed Susan.” It was well-known to have been written by Mr.
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He next produced a parody, by Gilray, entitled, “ Would you
know Men's Hearts, look in their Faces.” In this Mr. Fox was
depicted as the arch-fiend — Mr. Sheridan as Judas Iscariot—Sir
Francis Burdett as Sixteen-string Jack, &e. &c. In another of these
graphic parodies, Lord Moira was represented endeavouring to
blow out a candle, in allusion to a story which he related in the
course of his speech on the Watch and Ward Bill, relative to a poor
woman who was ill-treated, because, after a certain hour, she con-
tinued to keep a candle lighted in order to attend on her sick child.
Another of those parodies was called * The Reconciliation,”” the in-
scription to which was taken from ‘ The New Testament ;" and the
print itself was a parody on the parable of theProdigal Son: * And
he rose, and came to his father's servants, and he fell on his father's
neck, and kissed him, (who was represented falling on his father's
neck,) saying, I have sinned against Heaven, and am no longer
worthy to be called thy Son.”” Who was meant by either Father or
Son, he would not say, but the gentlemen of the jury might satisfy
themselves on that point. It was engraved by Mr. Gilray. He
would now advert to another parody; it was denominated, * The
Impious Feast of Belshazzar.,” It was a complete parody—but no
man could suppose that Mr. Gilray, who engraved it, meant to
ridicule the Secriptures ;—it was designed to ridicule Napoleon. At
the time he published it, Mr. Gilray was pensioned by his Majesty’s
Ministers.

Mr. Justice ABBoTT.—You must not make these assertions.

Mr. Hoxe.—I can prove it.

Mr. Justice ApsorT.—But, if you can prove that he, being pen-
sioned, published those things, will that form a defence for you ?

Mr. Hoxe.—My Lord, I have no pension.

Another of these prints, one of Mr. Gilray’s master-pieces, was
produced by Mr. Hone, entitled, the “* Apotheosis of Hoche,” the
French General of Division, to whom the expedition against Ireland,
planned by the directory, was entrusted. It represented Hoche in
tri-coloured robes, with his jack-boots falling from his legs, and with
a halter round his head in the form of a wreath, a guillotine in his
hand as a harp, on which he seemed to be playing. In this shape
he was represented as ascending to Heaven; but (o what heaven ?
There was the rainbow, indeed, spoken of in the Revelations ; but
above, instead of seraphim and cherubim, which are represented as
surrounding the throne of justice and mercy, were grotesque figures
with red night-caps, and tri-colour cockades, having books before
them, on which were inscribed Ca iéra and the Marseillaise Hymn.
Instead of angels were Roland and Condorcet, and Marat and Pe-
tion, and many nameless figures with poison and daggers, and pis-
tols, and the different implements of death. The hely army of mar-
tyrs were parodied by headless figures holding }m]m—hrn.m:hes. But
this was not all—the symbol of the mystery of the Trinity—of the
Triune Essence of the Divinity was represented by a triangle, with
a plummet, in the midst of which was ascribed Equavriry; and from
it, instead of rays of glory, daggers and bayouets were represented
diverging. Under this triangle were the ten m::mmmu_:lmems, be-
ginning * Thou shalt have no other God but me,” meaning *“ Equa-
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at him as a monster, and he should rest in peace as to the result.
He should bring witnesses to show that as soom as he had found
that the Parodies were deemed offensive he had suppressed them ;
and that one person, previously intimate with him, had renounced
his acquaintance, because he would not furnish him with copies,
This was long before they were prosecuted, and having done this
to satisfy the objections of respectable persons to publications
which he considered to be perfect y lawful, he would leave it to the
Jury to say whether it was clear from the work itself, and from
his actions—having those great examples which lLe had adduced
—whether it was clear that his intention was not to ridicule the
Ministerial Members, but to produce impiety, and to bring reli-
gion into contempt.

Mr. Hoxg, towards the end of his speech was much affected.
In the course of it there were some tokens of applause in the
Court, but they were soon silenced by those who Ealt the impro-
priety of such demonstrations, He was also interrupted by Mr.
Justice Abbott in some other instances not noticed, but the sub-
stance of the Learned Judge’s objections to the course adopted
by Mr. Hone in his defence has been stated.

EVIDENCE FOR THE DEFENCE.

George Butler, of Castle-street, Southwark, deposed, that he
called at the defendant’s house about April last, with a view to
purchase, for sale again, some copies of Wilkes's Political Cate-
chism, but that the shopman as well as the defendant himself, re-
fused to let him have any; that this refusal served to interrupt a
friendship of twenty years standing which he had had with the
defendant ; that his discontent at the refusal was ag[;zramted by
the circumstance of his being able to purchase copies of the Cate-
chism elsewhere after that refusal took place. To a question from
the Judge, witness replied that he could not say whether the re-
fusal he had mentioned took place before the present prosecution
was commenced.

W. M'Donnell deposed, that he was the shopman of Mr. Hone,
and had immediately succeeded Benjamin Grimen; that he was
never allowed to sell Wilkes's Catechism, although several persons
applied to him for it; some of those applicants having tendered
half-a-crown and more for a copy of it, while one offered a pound
note. To a question from the Judge, witness answered, that he
entered into the defendant’s service about the beginning of April
last.

Benjamin Grimen deposed, that he was the defendant's shopman
at the time the sale of the parodies was stopped by order of de-
fendant. Witness entered into defendant's service at the beginning
of Jannary last, at which time the sale of the parodies was very
considerable. Tley were, indeed, in the highest sale at the time
they were stopped. There was a great deal of application for
them both by private individuals and by hookgeillers, aner_the sale
was stopped. To questions from the Judge, witness replied, that
the sale of Wilkes's Catechism continued for about five days, and
that he could not tell how many copies of it had been disposed of.

Mr. Hitchins deposed, that he applied in vainat the delendant’s
shop about the beginning of Mareh last, for copies of the parodies,
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circulation ; if not the author of the tract, he was the author of its
publication ; the formn and price at which it was given out, further
pointed out the defendant as the most proper object of a proceeding
like the present ; he might have stopped the publication as far as
concerned himself, but how was it possible for him to prevent its wide
dissemination by others ? In the course of his defence he had pro=
duced a great number of books and prints, some were of high avtho-
rity, but all men wust regret that names so eminent were affixed to
publications so unquestionably injurious; and it was certainly the
first time any attempt had been made by a person to vindicate him-
sell by showing that others had offended. Was it to be endured that
a wmwan should thus vindicate his misconduct—that he should be
allowed to show that he had been guilty of no offence, because he
had, as it were, a prescription in erime ? He (the Attorney-General)
would assert most boldly, that all the parodies upon the Holy Serip-
tures that had been read were in fact libels, and in this class were
included the productions of some of the most venerable names : men
to whom mankind were indebted, not only for the precepts, but the
examples of piety and wvirtue. If they had profaned the sacred
writings, as the defendant had asserted, and by some of his quetations
proved, they were so far libellers. One of these was Martin Luther,
a name as much known as revered—a sivenmous, able, and pious
reformer, to whose exertions we were indebted for many important
blessings ; if he had parodied a text of Seripture he was a libeller,
and in his character, as in that of many others of his times and tem-
per, zealous advocates and healed partisans, were marks of intem-
perate haste which led to the employment of expedients not in themn-
selves to be vindicated: they had fought a glorious battle, and
achieved a glorious victory; but in doing so, their conduct had not
been unexceptionable, which, no doubt, in their latter lives, they ofien
repented, more especially when the time arrived that they were o
sottle the acconnt between their consciences ard their God,

[Violent coughing, and other marks of disapprobation, on the purt
ol the spectators, here interrupted the Attorney-General. Mr. Justice
Abbott declared his determination to order the Comt to be cleared
if decorum were not observed. ]

The ATTorRNEY-GENERAL proceeded to observe, thatin publishing
his work against Zuinglius, and in parodying the Holy Scriptures,
Luther had brought odium and contempt upon his cause ; the same
remark would apply to Dr. Boyce, who, in employing the Lord’s
Prayer as he had done, had been guilty of a libel upon that divine
ejaculation. The authority of Lord Sowmers had also been quoted—
a dignified and pious man; but it not unfrequently happened that
individuals of most exemplary lives, at some period or other, wrote
what they afterwards most devoutly wished had never proceeded from
their pen ; officious friends now and then thrust into the world what
the author intended for oblivion, but what he had not had ll_la caution
to destroy after he had had the imprudence to write, It might be so
with Lord Somers : but whether it were or were not,if he had pavodicd
any part of Holy Writ, he had so far injured his own reputation, and
brought ridicule upon the most sacred and valuable production, Ail







46

question was, however, at last with the jury ; and if some consistency
were not observed, il some standard were not laid down, no man
could be able to decide before publication what was or was not libel-
lous. He entreated the jury to take the libel into their hands, to eon-
sider it calmly and dispassionately ; and, comparing it with what it was
designed to ridicule, to determine whether it were not a wicked, im-
pious, and profane libel; it required no comment, it spoke but too
plainly for itsell.  In thus calling upon the jury, he did not by any
means intend to infringe upon the fair and legitunate discussion of
doctrinal or mysterious points of religion, but he did intend to call in
their aid to suppress what (to borrow a word from the prints exhibited
oy the defendant) might be fitly termed a caricature of the holy offices
of the church. The intention of the party was to be gathered only
from his acts ; and even though the jury should be of opinion that
the primary object of the defendant was not to ridicule and bring into
contempt any part of the established forms of Divine worship, if that
had been done incidentally, if it had been a secondary purposé and
consequence, it would still be their duty to find him guilty.

Mr. Justice AgpoTT commenced his charge by stating more parti-
eularly the form of the information ! The offence charged, was the
publication of a libel, with design and intent to promote impiety and
irreligion ; the chief part of the defence had been occupied in an at-
tempt to show that no such design or intent existed ; but if they were
apparent on the face of the production, if it were obvious on inspec-
tion that such was a necessary consequence, the law presumed that
the party publishing had it in contemplation at the time of publica-
tion. Provided the jury were satisfied that the libel had the ten-
dency charged, its form and cheapness were calculated to accelerate
its circulation, and more widely to disseminate its baneful effects.
The discontinnance spoken of by the defendant could not alter the
fuct of publication; and though he might feel an early repentance and
suppress the work a few days after its appearance, the crime was
already completed, and the verdict could not be altered, though the
sentence of the Court might be affected by any indication of contrition
The proceeding by information was known to the ancient law of the
Jaud : it derived its authority as far back as the proceeding by indict-
ment; and whether the one or the other were pursued, could be a
matter of no importance to the Jury; in the one and the other the
Attorney-General would equally have his right of reply, even though
no evidence were called for the defendant. It had been suggaal:ed
that the Master of the Crown-office onght not to have the nomiuation
of special juries ; that he was to possess that power hal.:l been settled
by an act of the reign of George 1I. He was furnished by the
sheriff with a book or list, and from that he selected, as he was
bound, the names of 48 persous, fit to serve on special juries ;
each side had a right to sirike out 12, and the remaining 24
jurors were returned for the trial of the question. In ordinary
cases, the Sheriff, an officer also named by the Crown, had the
duty of returning juries, and the proceedings in the Crown-office
was, as nearl:,' a3 Pﬂssihlﬂ. analngous. His Lﬁfdﬂh?) made
these obsecvations in consequence of what had fallen from one
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The Sheriffs were then sent for,

; Irlu- I_l:m. Mr. IF-EIH'_. Clerk at Nisi Prius, then called on the case
r:; the llum;. v. WiLriam Howxe, and désired the genllemen on the
b plw..la Jury |l}aun;] to answer to their names. Six of lilesegentlemen
ouly appeared ; when the officers of the Crown w i

were as
would pray a tales? rh

ﬂ“m Altac{r_ney General remained for some minutes in doubt ; and,
:I f!: consuliing with the other Counsel for the Crown, nodded assent
:T le question ; and accordingly six common Jurymen were put into

1¢ box. John Austin, shoemaker, of Aldgate, answered to his
name, and was challenged by the Crown. The Jury, which was

composed of twelve of the most respectable and independent men
in the city of London, were then EWOrn.

THE JURY.

Ricnanp Witsox, Great Eastcheap Tulesmen,
Jonn Lixpsay, Lawrence- Pountney

Lane James JoxEs
Ricuarp Tuorston, Old Swan Pas- | James Smitn

sage Josnua THoRsE
WirtLiam Giremas, 54, Bread Street | James Doxavvsow
Joux Mackre, 12, Wailing Street | Wiccram Hare
NeiL Brack, 11, Bread Sireet i WirtLiam Greew

Mr. SuepnerD opened the pleadings, and stated, that this was an
information filed by his Majesty’s Attorney-General against William
Hone, for printing and pljh]lishing' a cerlain impious and profane libel
upon a part of the Church Service in the Common Prayer Book,
called * The Litany, or General Supplication.” There was a second
count, charging the said publication to be a wicked and seditious
libel of and concerning the Prince Regent, and the Houses of Lords
and Commons. To this information the defendant had pleaded
Not Guilty.

The ArrorNey-GENERAL then addressed the Jury.—The question
they were assembled to try was one of the ulmost imporlance to
the constitution of society. The information charged the offence
" committed by the defendant in two ways :—in the first count it was
alleged to be a profane and impious libel, and in the second a sedi-
tious libel. He should eall the attention of the jury particularly to
the first. The libel was a parody upon that part of the Divine ser-
vice established by law, called * The Litany, or General Supplica-
tion.” After the authority of Sir Matthew Hale, and of other great
lawyers, no man could dispute that Christianity was part or parcel
of the law of the land : it had been held to be so in all times, and
all the rights we enjoyed more or less depended upon that principle ;
the very oaths which the jury had so solemnly taken were founded
upon it. In all Christian countries it was necessary that some form
of public worship to the Creator should exist : in England it had
been established by statute in the reign of Charles II.; and if any
man in writing should revile, scoff al, or ridicule it, by the law of
the land he was guilty of a libel ; no man could venture to contradict

that position, The information charged that the defendant, devising
L







]

dating me, or of making me swerve for a moment in the execulion
of my duty—my sacred duty to the public and to the cause of God,
he is perfectly mistuken. That shall never be the case with ne,
while 1 stand in an English courl of Justice, whether as the law
officer of the crown, or as a private advocate ; and while God gives
me strength and understanding to perform that duty, I will never be
deterred by anything of this description which can possibly pass.—
Gentlemen, in calling your attention to the parody upon this most
sacred prayer, I shall have little occasion to guide you in your
verdict. You will, T doubt not, read every wurﬁ- of it before you
give in that verdict, and you will compare it with the sacred book
(the Prayer Book) which I now held in my hand, and which is an
exact duplicate of the legul Book of the Common Prayer which
will be produced to you in evidence. If there be any among you,
which is doubtless the case, who is the father of children, and the
master of a household, I will ask him, if he would suffer that publi-
cation to be perused by his servants, who are not so well educated
as himself? or if he would suffer his children for one moment to
read it ? I will ask him, if he does not believe that it would have the
effect 1 have described ?  What man is there, even though he is
not a Christian himsell, bul as a father must wish his child to be a
Christian? Gentlemen, the express purpose of the hook is clear,
from its being circulated at a cheap rate, so as to be within the reach
of the common and ordinary people. This is the object of the
publieation ; and it is because this is the object that I have thought
it to be my duty to bring it before you. There may be many writings
which sensible men may read in their closets ; some of them may
be highly improper for general circulation, although some may be
properly open to a free discussion ; bLut the subject of the present
question is not to be looked at in this point of view, for the mode of
publication plainly shews what the real object is, and fully proves
that it was intended that it should find its way among the ignorant
and uninformed, where it was calculated to have a gross effect. It
may be, that the defendant will produce, as heretofore, books which
have been at different times published, and which, il they had not
now been taken down from their shelves, would have been forgotten;
they were written at different periods of time, and I:rhmirall:,', if not
entirely, when the persons so writing were engaged in all the vehe-
mence and rancour of political disputes. But it never can be offered
s ajugtiﬁcatinn Or exciise 'hy an individual nﬂ'ending at the present
period, that he had followed a bad example. 1f that observation
could be made asan answer to offences, it might be pleaded as an
excuse in other cases, of a nature wholly different from the case
which you are at this time trying. The law, gentlemen, is called
upon, most imperiously called upon, lo put a stop to proceedings
like those of the defendant, or the time will come, when a stop will
be put to all that remains of the Christian establishment of the
Church of England—of everything entitled to reverence. Whatever
may be the opinion of others, I feel that I should not d:at:!mrge my
duty to the public---that I should not do mf' duty to socicly, as a
member of it, gentlemen of the Jury, if I had not brought this













10

That it may please ye to turn the hearts of out enemies, persecutors, and
slanderers, by withdrawing their pensions and emoluments, that they may ne
longer call us,a ** rabble,” the “swinish muliitude,” or  ragamuffins,” but ‘may
once more style us ‘“ the real strength of the nation,”—* the body, without which
a head is useless ;"

L We beseech ye to hear us, O Rulers.

That it may please ye to give and preserve to our use the kindly fruits of the
earth, untaxed by men in black, whom those who wish for their instruction ouglit
alone 1o support ;

1 We bescech ye to hear us, O Rulcrs,

That it may please ye to abolish and destroy all sinecure places, and worthless
pensions ; o utterly purge and root out all wrong doers ; to throughly correct the
present mis-representation of the people, by an effectual Reform in Purliament ;
and otherwise to do, or cause to be done, such further and other nets and deeds,
as sl'Im:_EI or may conduce to the true interest and benefit of the whole common-
Weailh;

- We bescech ye to hear us, O Rulers.

That it may please yeto lead and strengthen GEORGE Prince of Wales,
our present HEGENT, in the true fear and knowledge of the principles where-
on the people of this commonwealth placed their crown on the head of his
ancestors, and continue it towards him ; and that it may please ye, as much as in
ye lie, to keep and defend him from battle and murder, and sudden death, and
from fornication, and all other deadly sin ;

We besecch ye to hear us, O Rulers.

That it may please ye to put on short allowance all Bishops, Priests, and
Deacons, that their fleshly appetites being reduced, their spiritual-mindedness
may be thereby increased, and so that both by their preaching and living they
may set it forth, and show it accordingly ;

We beseech ye to hear us, O Rulers.

That it may please ye to take to yourselves true repentance, inasmuch as ye
have erred from the way of your forefathers; and amend your method of govern-
ing according to our free constitution ;

We beseech ye to hear us, O Rulers.

Son of George, we heseech thee to hear us,

Son of George, we beseech thee, §e.

O House of Lords, that takest away so many tens of thousands of pounds in
Ppensions,

Have merey upon us. a0+

O House of Commons, that votest away the money of the whole nation, in-
stead of that of those only who elect you :

Have merey upon us.
O Prince, hear us.
O Priuce, hear us.
George, have mercy upon us.
George, have mercy upon us,

0O House of Lords, have mercy upon us.

O House of Lords, have mercy upon ns.

O House of Commons, have mercy upon us.

O House of Commons, have merey upon us.
[ Here endeth the Litany

¢ THE COLLECT TO BE USED BY HIS MAJESTY'S MINISTERS.
Beginneth thus:

Licures our darkness, we beseech thee, &c.
By whom the following may be used in ordinary,

Tae Grace of our Lord GEORGE the Prixce Rtnmx_:;, and the Love of
Louis the XVIII,, and the Fellowship of the Pope, be with us all evermore.
Amen,
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stale, that he was opposed g every such expression in that Court g
and he declared that man to be his decided enemy—he cared not
where lie came from, orwho he was—who should attempt to interrupt
such solemn proceedings. He did not expect to be so much embar-
rassed to day as he was yesterday, but, he confessed, his embarras-
ment was not abated. This was not surprising, since yesterday was
almost the first time that he ever in his life addressed half a dozen
sentences to ten persons assembled together. The first time he had
ever made such an attempt was when he applied to his Lordship and
the other Judges on the subject of the informations filed against him ;
‘and when he stood on the floor of the Court, he doubted, so novel
was his situation, whether he should be able to utter a single word in
objection to the course adopted against him. He was now, from the
urgency of the case, thrown into the gap, and he was obliged to fight
out as well as he could. The Attorney-General said the alleged libel
(for he denied that it was one, and if it were, he would not be standing
there to defend it) was printed at a cheap rate, in order to be
disseminated amongst the common people. The fact was, that the
price of the publication was fully commensurate with its size. Where
publications were likely to have an extensive circulation, they were
sold by the booksellers at four-pence per sheet. The publication for
which he was now prosecuted consisted of half a sheet, and it was
sold for two-pence, which was the regular price. He would not say
that it did not get into the hands of the ignorant and uninformed, for
he 'kn_ew it necessarily must, since a great proportion of the people,
even in this enlightened country, were ignorunt: but he knew this
also, that great numbers of those parodies were sold to persons ofa
very different description. They were sold to persons of high stand-
ing in that Court—to Magistrates of the City o anlon—m%dembem |
of Parliament, and even to his Majesly’s Ministers. This publication
had a particular objeet, which every man, who read it with an unpre-
Judiced mind, must at once perceive. That object was a political
one ; no intention existed to bring religion into contempt. Ofcourse
it did not well become him to praise his own publication; but thus
much he felt called upon to assert, that the style of it was not the
worst he had ever seen, nor did il seem best calculated to make an
impression upon the merely vulgar and unlettered. Many men of
talent and information were satisfied that the purpose with which it
had been published was innocent ; and he was persuaded, that every
man capable of judging, and who read it without prejudice, would
arrive at the same conclusion. The Attorney-General had regretted
that certain parodies had been taken from the shelves on which they
were placed, and where they might have rotted and been forgotten,
had they not been produced in Court on yesterday’s trial. He meant
nothing disrespectful to the learned Attorney-General in yenturing to
differ from him on the present occasion; but he must deny the learned
Gentleman's position, that these parodies were brought forward for
any improper or irreverent purpose. The production of these books
was essentially necessary to his defence before a Jury of his country,
who were impannelled to try this important issue between the crown
and himself, the defendant. - Without these works it was impossible
for the Jury to come to a sound decision upon the allegations of the
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inform you of the course I meant to adopt. You may exercise your
discretion, how far you will conform to that rule or not,

Mr. Hn::}‘-:.--lf’ your l_’..ﬂrdﬁhi p had condescended 1o explain to me
your meaning, by saying that these works are not admissible in
evidence at all, I should know at once what ] am to expeet. If your
Lordship says that I am not to read these publications to the Jury—
it that is your Lordship's decision against me, then I have no defence
to this information, and 1 am ready to go with your Lordship’s tipstuff
wherever your Lordship may think proper to send me.

Mr. Hone paused for a few moments as if waiting for an answer,
and then continued his address to the Jury :--

He insisted, that many of the books from which he had read extiacts
were modern : it could not surely have escaped the recollection of the
Attorney-General, that the first authority to which he had referred
yesterday was Blackwood’s Edinburgh Magazine, published in October
last, long subsequent to the date of the alleged libel ; yet that con-
tained a parody upon a large portion of the Seriptures, against which
no complaint had been ever made. He (the defendant) did not require
the Attorney-General to prosecute Mr. Blackwood, a most respect-
able bookseller ; he should be a scoundrelif he did ; he only brought
it forward as in point, for Lthe writer, bookseller, and printer, must all
have been well aware of its nature. Mr. Blackwood’s pulities were
totally different fromn his (the defendant’s) but whatever others might
do lie would be the last to suggest a prosecution on account of an
honest dissent upon such points.  Mr. Hone then read to the Jury the
extract from the Edinburgh Magazine he produced yesterday.

The Attorney-General had said that the Jury were impan-
nelled to try the intention of the party publishing the parody ; that
was a fair statement of the question; the infention constituted the
offence, or established the innocence of the accused. If the Jury
found that the parody was put forth with a criminal purpose, they
would return a verdict of guilty ; if, on the other hand, they thought
that no such design existed, they would be bound to give him an
acquittal. In the year 1771 Mr. Burke clearly explained the prin-
ciple of a bill which he assisted in bringing into the House of Com-
mons (commonly called Mr. Dowdeswell's Bill), “to explain and
declare the office and duties of Jurymen in cases of libel.” 1t had
long been held by many eminent Judges, that, in such cases, the Jury
had only to find the fact of publication, leaving it to the Court to
decide on the question of libel or not libel. As the law then stood,
the intervention of a Jury was unnecessary—for the Court might as
well procure, by a simple affidavit, the fact of the alleged publication
of libel, and then a summary proceeding could be adopted. The old
system did, in fact, do away the power of a Jury, by denying their
rght to decide on the question of libel or not libel. Mr. Burke's
great mind was alive to the folly and injustice of this system, and he
assisted Mr. Dowdeswellin bringing in his bill ; whish did not then pass;
but in 1790 or 1791 Mr. Fox introduced a bill, neurl?' similar, ‘““to
enlarge and define the power of Juries in cases of libel.” The autho-
rity formerly vested in the Judge, to declare what was libel, was, as
Mr. Justice Blackstone observed, greatly controverted; and Mr.
Professor Christian, in one of his notes on Blackslone, stated, that, in
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M. Sheriff Desances.—The first man I see laugh, after such a
severe notice, shall be brought up,

Mr. Hong.—In the course of the charge, Ge tlemen you will no
doubt listen with due attention to his Lordship’s apini::-n upon the
intention; but that, give me leave to say, it is not to be final. His
Lordship presides in this Court, but not to try me. You are my
Judges; you are to try me; and to you I willingly submit my
case ; you are sworn to decide honestly the issue between me and the
Crown; you are to determine upon my intention ; you are o setile
the difference between intention and tendency ; the tendency may be
bad, but was the intention so? that is the very gist of the case—the
pinch of the argument. Many acts in themselves criminal may be
done with no criminal intention; a person may fire a gun at another
by accideut., thinking it unloaded, and if the person is 'unhappily
klllﬂd,.lht‘: individual firing the gun, having no intention to kill, is
not guilty.

Lord ErLexsoroucH.— You had better, for your own sake be
correct ; it is felony—it is manslaughter, which is felony. I throw
this out, that you may altend a little to what may be really your
defence,
flMr. Hone said, he remembered that it had lately been made
elony.

Lord ErrexporovGH.—It was never made felony; there is no
Act of Parliament for it; but it is the common law of the land. I
will not inlerrupt you again; but I advise you, before you come to
talk of law, you should have thought a little about it. I do not mean
it unecivilly.

Mr. Hoxe.—1I thank your Lordship. I must be well aware of
that. He went on to further illustrate his argument regarding inten-
tion, by referring to the case of a man accidentally killed by the
falling off of the head of an axe; the person using the axe was not
guilty of murder. He complained that he had not been indicted,
but that three ex-gfficio informations had been filed against him
instead. Mr, Justice Blackstone (4 Comm. 308) said, that they were
intended in their origin to apply to * offences so high and dangerous,
in the prevention and punishment of which a moment’s delay would
be fatal ;” and that on this account the power of immediate prosecu-
tion was given to the Crown. The learned Judge who yesterday
presided had stated, that ez-officio informations were as ancient as
the common law, and of this opinion was Blackstone. The oppressive
use of them, however, previous to the reign of William IIl. was so
deeply felt, that, before the revolution of 1688, the House of Com-
mons, having drawn up by Committee certain conditions on which the
Crown was 1o be intrusted to the Prince of Orange; the 22d article
was, “ that informations in the Court of King's Bench shall be taken
away.” Yet what had been done? Not long afterwards, in the Court
of King’s Bench, the question was agitated, when Sir John Holt and
the other Judges were of opinion, that they were grounded upon the
common law, and could not be shaken,

Lord ELLensorouen.—If they are not taken away, what is the
use of this discussion? It perhaps was discussed in Parliament,
whether they ought not to be abolished ; but have they been abolish-
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Lm_ﬂ Ervknisorovai. -1 take it for granted that you will prove
all this.

Mr. Hoxe.—1 will prove it

Lord ErLExBoROUGH.— Y our being able Lo prove it will be no
warrant for me to receive the evidence ; but I will allow you to prove
what you assert, if your wilnesses are here.

Mr. Hoxe.—They are not here, my Lord. Idid not expect lo
be called upons but I can prove it.

Lord ELLexnorouen.—This is only wasting time : proceed to
the business of your defence. 1 will hear very anxiously what relates
to your defence, but I will not let you be wasting time.

Mr. Hone.—Wasling time, my Lord! I feel the grievance of
which I complain; I am to be tried, not you! When | shall have
been consigned to a dungeon, your Lordship will sit as coolly on
that seat as ever ; you will not feel the punishment: I feel the griev-
ance, and I remonstrate against it. 1 am the injured man, [ am
upon my trial by these gentlemen, my jury.

Mr. Hone, after a pause of a few moments, objecled to the mode
in which the Attorney General could suspend ex-afficio informations
over the heads of the King’s subjects. True it was, the accused
could demand a trial ; but then it must be at bar, before a special
jury—a situation a hundred times worse than that in which he (the
defendant) was now placed. Another evil was, that 4 man was not
tried by his peers, and sometimes not by those among whom he lived.
He complained of the odium and prejudice under which he had long
laboured, because the late attorney-General had chosen, in a speech,
to term these parodies blasphemous publications. He was aboul to
detail some of the facts relating to the putting of his plea, when

Lord EriLexsonoucH interposed, and observed, thut every in-
dulgence had been shewn him on that occasion. Do you remember,
said his Lordship, that you were commitled until a future day, that
you might have time to plead?

Mr. HoneE.—Oh, yes, my Lord, 1 well remember that; you com-
mitted me to the King’s Bench prison. I well remember the many
bitter nights and days I there passed.

Mr. Torrixe (for the Crown) observed, that the defendant had
been committed until the next term, that he might have time to
plead.

Lord ErLexsorovgin.—Then, you see, you state false grave-
mina. The Court was extremely studious to give you every indul-
gence, and means of understanding the information.

Mr. Hone—I could not plead guilty, when I knew I was nol

uilty. /
= [,..;.}:d Evvexsoroven.—Why you have just admitted the pub-
lication. :

Mr. Hoxe.—But have T admitted that it is a libel ? : \

Lord Errexsorovci.—But you yourself had the libel in your
possession ; you published it, and you might have read il till you
were tired of it, as | am. A .

Mr. Hoxe further entreated the Jury to dismiss the unfair pre-
judice which might have been excited agualust Il]'“ from the h:!.gtﬁl?-jt
authority : for by one of the Secretarics of State—by Lord Sid-
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The Sheriff, remaining on the bench, asked Mr. Under-Sheriff
Smith if he had succeeded in taking any of the offenders, and was
answered in the negative,

Lord ErceExBoroveH,—Open your eyes, and see; and siretch
out your hunds, and seize, You must have observed somebody
Mark where the noise comes from, and note the man.

Mr. Hoxg continued,—The interruption could be occasioned b
no friend of his ; whoever disturbed the court was his bitter enemy.
His friends could not so conduct themselves; and the noise could
only proceed from some designing emissaries, who were anxious that
he should be taken from the court to a prison, He held in his hand
two rnewspapers published that morning

Lord Ervessonoven.—I must not have the trash of the news-
papers produced here, unless you can apply it in some way. Ifyou
thought there was anything in them that would prejudice the jury
on your trial, you ought to have applied at the silling of the court
upon affidavit, and it might probably have been postponed.

M. Hoxe.—But this attack was much betler timed ; it was iniro-
duced after I had been acquitted by one jury last night, and before
lhf time of my being tried now—to be acquitted, as I hope by an-
olher,

Lord Evrexporoven . —Still, if you thought that the minds of the
Jury had been in any way poisoned, the court would have given you
an opportunity of being tried at a more impartial moment.

Mr. Hoxe.—It did not occur to me that that mode of proceeding
was necessary. In fact, both the newspapers who have thus accused
me of blasphemy, well knew the contrary, for they contain reports
of the trial of yesterday, when I wasacquitted even of profaneness,
One of them begins thus: It will be seen by our Law Report ”"—

Lord ErLLensorouGu.—We cannot enter upon that, afier I have
said that you might have stated the factin a way to deserve alten-
Lion.

Mr. Hoxe—I trust that I, being a publisher, shall never apply to
a court of justice lo restrict a publication.

Lord ELLesrorovGH.—But you will do well to complain if the
publication be intended (o corrupt the sources of justice. Atla pro-
per time | shall be glad to hear you ; but do nol introduce it as a
hash into yourspeech.

Mr. Hoxe replied, that he had only heard of it five minutes before
he came into court.

The Attorney-General formally objected.

Lord ErrexsorovGn.—If the defendant has been libelled, he may
either bring an action for damages, or put the criminal law in
motion ; that is the proper mode, but he cannot do it now here.

Mr. Howe,—God forbid that I should force the bilterest enemy I
have into the Crown-Office ! I have suffered too much there already
mysell. No, my lord, T would suffer the foulest imputations before
I would take that slep even against the man who had most deeply
injured me. The defendant then said, he should now proceed to
show, that for years parodies had existed unquestioned, and even
the particular species of parody of which he stood accused. He
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Mr. Hone.—I pledge myself that the few lines of the song I have
not read have a perfectly moral tendeney.

Lord EvvensoroueH.—I will not hear them. It would deserve
severe punishment if it were a modern publication,

Mr. Honve,—My Lord, it has been published over and aver again
of late years, and no notice taken of it. "

Lord ExLEnporoven.—I amsorry for it : mischievous people are
to be found at all times.

Mr. Hone.—The Rev, Mark Noble, the author, is a beneficed
clergyman of the Church of England, and I venture to say, has no
sense of the impropriety; and if a man so well instructed could for-
@et himself, and publish what was of a mischievous tendency, no man
will eharge that Ee did it with a view to bring religion into contempt,

Lord EvrLenporovau,— Under pretence of defending yourself
from one crime, you are not to eommit another.

M. Hoxe.—If your Lordship will but allow me to finish the song,
I will consent to be called a liar, I had almost said a blasphemer, or
any other epithet however opprobrious, if your Lordship do not pro-
nounce it perfectly innocent,

Lord ELcexBoroven.—You seem to attach an extraordinary
value to the remainder: let it be read, in deference to your opiuicn,

Mr. Hone.oI am sure I shall have your Lordship's assent to my
assertions, when I have finished.

Lord Ertexsorovca—No : let it be read.

Mr. Hoxe read as follows :—

Thus, in this battle royal,

As none would take denial,

The dame for whom they strave, Sir,
Could neither of them love, Sir,

Since all had given offence,
Since all had given offence.

She therefore slily waiting,
Leftall three fools a prating,
And being in a fright Sir,
Religion took her flight, Sir,
And ne’er was heard of sinee,
And ne'er was heard of since.

Mr Hoxe then continued, in nearly the same order as in the first
trial yesterday, to referto yarious parodies. Tnere was one, also,
called 0ld Engtand’sTe Deum in the Humourist’s Magazine; and °
there was a parody of the T'¢ Deum published against Buonapartein
six languages, (Mr. Hone hereread a ain Mr. Richardson’s Te Deum
against Buonaparte ; for which see the Fu'st‘ I'rial, p. 30.) Therp:
was also in a work of the well-known Captain Grose, the author of
the Antiquities of Lngland, &c. called Grose’s Olio, a parody on the
Chronicles, called The Chronicles of Coxheath Camp.—He now came
to a book which abounded in parodies ; it was The History of the
Westminster Election, which contained, among many others, ?P?.I’ﬂd}'
on the Chronicles, called The Chronicles of Westminister. I'his was
published in a quarto volume by Debrett, by B}enkett, bookseller to
the Queen, by Faulder, the publisher of Palegg works, and other
booksellers. Even Edmund Burke was a parodist, Ina speech of
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corner ; it _wuu1§1 .bE mafle known by means of a free press, and ex-
cile a public opinion which would be terrible to the most powerful of
evil-doers. Let then this prosecution, which aimed at so valuable a
privilege as the liberty of the press, be put on its true ground, and
be stripped of its hypocritical pretext.

‘Mr. Hone then quoted the Sermon of Bishop Latimer, as in his
First Trial, p. 20. In that sermon the learned prelate had spoken
of the affections and passions of men ; and the defendant might turn
to the Attorney-General, and ask him, when those passions arose in
the breast whether he might not have considered to what end his
little productions tended. Did none of us sin without forgiveness?
As men standing together in society, as Christians, there should be a
feeling of mercy. This prosecution was instituted against him by
administration, and those men should have the feelings of Christians,
The Attorney-general, he thought, had done him an injustice, and
yet he did not think him an unjust man. The poor unhappy men who
were to come up to plead here after him, what had they done? The
publication of his work might have done an injury, but he was not
sure that it had done so. 'The secret committees of both Houses, in
their reports, had spoken of blasphemous publications : but when he
read those passages, it never entered into his mind that they alluded
to his publications ; he thought they referred to some productions
which bad really reviled the Secripturrs, and brought religion into
contempt. As soon as he found that his parodies were meant, when
he heard that they produced impressions on the minds of some which
they conceived injurious to religion, and they thought it was wrong,
he immediately, though he had not published them with a wron
intention, withdrew them from circulation. He did this without any
intimation whatever, either from the Attorney-General or any person
connected with the government.

His Lordship had, perhaps, heard that Divines of the Established
Church made, as he before said, occasional allusions, to Seripture,
which were not of the most reverential kind. It might, perhaps, be
within his Lordship’s memory, that Archdeacon Paley, who, he
believed, was his Lordship’s tutor, preached a sermon at Cambridge,
at the time when Mr. Pitt, then a young man and a Minister, happened
to be ona visit at the University. The text of this sermon was—and,
no doubt, with a view to the Minister, whom he knew to be present—
“ Lo! here is a lad that hath five loaves and two small fishes to
divide; but what are they among so many of us?”’ Dr.Paley was not
a man of impiety—but one actively employed in circulating sound
morals into the minds of the first youth in the country. He was the
author of *“ The Elements of Moral Philosophy,” and yet he preached
this sermon—

Lord Errexsorovei.—No, he did not. Tl correct your faet—
there was never ﬂ.ﬂ:’r EUE]'.I. EErmaor Pfﬂﬁched-

Mr. Hoxe.—My Lord, was there no such text mentioned?

Lord EiLExsorovci.—I can’t enler into controversy. It was
hardly worth interrupting you to give this denial of your fact.

Mr. Hone—It really is generally understood that such a sermon
was preached. I am glad to hear it was not. I had it only from the
current anecdote, which hitherto hath passed with belief.
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whose authority this prosecution proceeded. Was it fair that Minis-
ters, to excite a prejudice against a man who had only been in the
habit of doing what they themselves had done, should charge him
with blasphemy—a crime which they knew he had never commited.
He would advise the Noble Lord (Sidmouth), and his friends around
him, to consider well before they marked out any individual for
punishment on account of such publications. He should read
that parody from the Parliamentary Reports lately published by
Mr. Robert Harding Evans, There were other reports of the pro-
ceedings in Parliament, but he gave the preference to this, because it
appeared to be got up with a great deal of cave, and bore the cha-
racter of an authentic book. (The parody was cited by Earl Grey,
from the 4nti-Jacebin, and is the same asin the First Trial, p- 28.)
The Courier newspaper, mentioned in the first line of the parody, was
then an opposition paper. but it was not so now; thatis, it was not
now in opposition to anything except the rights and liberties of the
people of England. Mr. Southey, who was menfioned in the parody,
was now Poet-Laureate ; but some years ago he published a poem,
called, “ Joan of Are,” to which were affixed ** The Visions of the
Maid of Are;” and among the persons who, in the early editions, were
there consigned to the place ol perdition wasthat only person in this
kingdom whe, by a maxim of law, ¢ can do no wrong.” What would
the Jury think of this, and yet the poet was now the Court Laureate.
On the 14th of May last, when Earl Grey introduced Mr. Canning’s
parody into his speech, be recommended that its author should be
prosecuted for such a blasphemous production, if it really were such.
But he (the defendant) did not find that the Attorney-General had
prosecuted Mr. Canning. If, therefore, they were to punish him,
and did not punish Mr. Canning, great injustice would be done.
Justice to him must be justice to Mr. Canning, and so the people of
England would determine, The English government was founded
on public opinion ; without that it could not exist—that is, it could
not exist as a free government—it would be an arbitrary despotism

Mr. Hone then exhibited Gilray’s Print, illustrative of Mr. Can-
ning’s parody. The poem itself, he said, appeared originally in the
«Anti=Jacobin newspaper, which was supported by Mr. Canning, Mr.
Hookham Frere, and other gentlemen of Pitt principles, and paid for
by a subscription raised among the Pitt school. And now, forsooth,
these very men, affecting peculiar re%n,rd for religion, attacked him
on that ground on which they themselves had in the same way for-
merly taken a stand. This zeal for religion was false. They were
enraged against him for his political opinions; and in their madness
they cared not what they did. He smiled al their malice ; he despised
them for thus abusing their power; and he would say, as it is fabled,
one of old said to Jupiter, who thundered instead of answering the
man who was arguing.with him, “Ah, Jupiter, I know thou canst
kill me: butif thou wilt argue, why dost thou not answer me: -
stead of using thy reason, thou art flashing thy thunder. Ah, Jupiter,
thou dost it in a passion, because thou artin the wrong!”

Mr. Hone then requested the Jury to examine the print to Mr.
Canning’s parody.  One Lepaux, a Frenchman, was represented as
the apostle or priest of Atheism, surrounded by a groupat the altar,
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A LITANY FOR THE NEW YEAR,

From all and more than I have written here,
T wish you well protected this New Year;
From Civil War, and such uncivil things,
As ruine Law and Gospe!, Priests and Kings ;
From those who for self-ends would all betray,
From such new Saints that pistol when they pray,
From flattering Faces with infernal Souls,
Frem new Reformers, such as pull down Paul's,
From linsey-wolsey Lords, from Town-betrayers,
From apron preachers and Extempore Prayers,
From Pulpit Blasphemy, and bold Rebellion,
From Bloud and—somethings else that I could tell ye on,
From new False Teachers which destroy the old,
From those that turn the Gospel into Gold,
From that black Pack where Clubs are always Trump,
From Bodies Politique and from the Rump,
From those that ruine when they should repair,

+ From such as cut off Heads instead of Hair,
From twelve-months’ Taxes and Abortive Votes,
From chargable Nurse-Children in red Coats,
From such as sell their Souls to save their Sums,
From City Charters that make heads for Drums,
From Magistrates which have no truth or knowledge,
From the Red Students now in Gresham College,
From Governments erected by the Rabble,
From sweet Sir Arthur’s Knights of the round Table.

Good Lord, deliver us.

Then followed another from the same Book, called ¢ The City of
London’s Litany,” of which he read a short extract:

From Rumps that do Rule against Customes and Laws,
From a fardle of Fancies stil'd a Good Old Cause,
From Wives that have nails which are sharper than claws,

Good Jave,
From Men who seek right where it's not to be had,
From such who seek good where all things are bad,
From Wise Men far worse than fools or men mad,

Good Jove, &ec.

From Soldiers that wrack the poor out of doors,
From Rumps that stuff Coffers to pleasure their Whores,

Which they secretly squeeze from Commonwealth scores.
Good Jove, &e.

The next was from the * Collection of the newest and most
ingenious Poems, &e. against Popery,” in quarto, published soon
after the Revolution :—

A NEW PROTESTANT LITANY.
From Cobweb-Lawn Charters, from sham-freedom banters,

QOur Liberty keepers and new Gospel-planters,

trusty kind hands of our great Quo Warrantos,
ARt 3 Libera Nosy &e.

From High-Court Commissions, to Rome, to rejoin us,
From a Rhadamanth Chancellor, the Wnls:;em Judge Minos,
de Head of our Church by new Jure Divino's
Rt iy y * Libera Nos, §c.

i

From our great Test Records, cut out into thrums,
From waste-paper Laws, us'd with Paiil:ies afndbplumhs,
rta, made fodder for bums
Magna Charta, Magna Farta, mad ; Libera Nos, ¢
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LITANY.

P]H(icﬁn?;:.mumﬂl Government divine!1 —have mercy upon us miserable
O Aristocracy, Government divi
Stars, Garters, and Promotions, proceeding frcrrf :lristucrac}r, nng II-.::.:;\-& E.l“rg
mercy upon us miserable place-men, -
: Stars, Garters, and Promotions, &,
Remember not our offences, nor the offences of our fore.fathers when in
office,—neither take from us our places or pensions. Spare us, aristocracy—
spare the creatures thou hast raised, and be not angry with thy servanis,
Aristocracy, spare us.
From all democracy, and new-fangled doctrines, petes
Aristocracy, deliver us.
From fish-women, mobs, ard lamp-posts, ePmiverye
; : Aristocracy, deliver us,
From national assemblies, national guards, and national cockades,
Aristocracy, deliver us.
From people who judge for themselves, and pretend to the rights of man.,
! Aristocracy, deliver us,
From Tom Paixe’s rabble and inflammatory pamphlets,
) Aristocracy deliver us,
. From the insertion of paragraphs foreign to thy laws, and liberty of the press
in general,
Aristocracy, deliver us.
From all revolution meetings, and Ca Ira clubs,
Aristocracy, deliver us,
From all investigations and reforms,
Aristocracy, deliver us.
We place-men do beseech thee to hear us—O aristocracy—and that it may
please thee 10 govern the church in thine own way,
Aristocracy, we beseech thee to hear us.
That it may please thee to ilfuminate the head of our governor, and make it
rich in understanding,
Aristocracy, we beseech thee to hear us.
That 1t may please thee to bless and preserve the governor’s wife, and keep
from her all uncharitableness,
Aristocracy, we beseech thee to hear us.
That it may please thee to shower down fat livings on all righteous pastors of
the church, so that they may enjoy every luxury, and by their preaching and
living show it accordingly,
Aristocracy, we beesech thee to hear us
That it may please thee to preserve for our use, the kindly fruits of the earth,
and all the game thereof, so that no other may enjoy them,
Aristoeracy, we beseech thee to hear us.
That it may please thee to protect such as are in power, both in church and
state ; to raise up them that full ; and finally, to beat down furmers, curates,
and shopkeepers, beneath our feet,
Aristocracy, we beseech thee to hear us,
He produced another, of still later date, printed on a half-sheet,

and sold at three half-pence, entitled, —

THE POOR MAN’S LITANY.

From four pounds of Bread, at Sixteen-pence price,

And Butter at Eighteen, though not very nice,

And Cheese at a Shilling, though gnaw’d by the mice,
Good Lord, deliver us.
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of enlightened merchanis of the City of London, claimed their protec=
tion of his right to express his opinions, opposed, as,he imagined they
might be, to their own; and he was persuaded, that just and liberal
feelings would rally in the hearls of his Jurymen, and that the
would do unto him as they would thut men should do unio them.

M r. Hone then proceeded to remark upon the several passages of
the Litany which was the subject of prosecution, seleeling such as
appeared to give most offence to the poli tical gentlemen who sought,
under the guise of religion, to effect a political object in his ruin.
His Parody prayed our delivery, Ist. from “an unnational Debt ;"
2d, from ‘“ unmerited Pensions ;" 3d. from ** Sinecure Places ;" 4th
from “ an extravagant Civil List;" and 5th. from “utter starva-
tion.”  Now, as to the first, how few were they who doubted that
many debts had been contracted by our vulers for purpeses by no
means national. But good Ministers could have nothing to fear from
the promulgation of such things. No government could, indeed,
liave so much reason to fear anything as the effects of such a prose-
cution as he had been subjected to in this instance, in consequence
of the frank expression of his mind, Then as to unmerited pensions,
that was not to be understood as applying to the reward of public
servants 3 such, for instance, as really performed their duty, upon the
bench or elsewhere, but to those who derived fortunes from the public
purse, without any public service whatever ; and how many such
men were to be found in England ! Of the ** extravagant Civil List ;"
he did not think it necessary to say anything ¢ nor of * utlerstarva-
tion” either ; for no one acquainted with London, or any of the great
towns in the country, for the last twelve months, could require any
information upon that point. He had himself, indeed, seen two
human beings who had actually expired in the streets from absolute
want. But similar scenes must have been witnessed by numbers of
these who heard him, as well as by the members of the Jury. In
every direction the ravagesof distress were visible, and most sensibly
felt. Next, our delivery was prayed from the blind imbecility of
ministers, as well as from the pride and vain-glory of warlike estab-
lishments in time of peace. This prayer might be found fault with
by his political prosecutors; but yet, who could doubt the imbeeility
of Ministers? He, for one, confessed that he could not. There were,
he believed, some men of honest purpose among the Ministers, while
they evinced the want of wisdom ; but there were others connected
with that body, who, while they had reputation for talent, had equal
reputation for the want of principle. What then was to be expected
from such a combination of integrity without talent, and talent with-
out integrity? Nothing, surely, but imbeeility. In ﬂsserl_igg lhmI; 1m -
plicitly, however, he did not mean to reflect upon the private life of
any man ; for correctly speaking, the private life of a man bad no
connection with his fitness or capability for the performance of the
great duties of a Stalesman, A man might be yer amiable towards
his family and friends, and exemplary in the performance of all the
moral duties, while his mind was not large enough to conceive the
obligations which attach to the character of a Statesman, The mind
of a good private man might indeed be quite incompetent to embrace
a Statesman’s views, or to understand his duties. A very good man
might therefore, from such incapacity, grope as the present Ministers
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within the preceding nine months than he had done within the six-
teen preceding years. When, then, such calamity existed—when all
things were going wrong, where was the harm of saying so ? or was
it not rather desirable to make it known? Were an individual told
that his affairs were going wrong, his first object would be to cast up
his accounts, in order to see the magnitude of his danger, and to pro-
vide some remedy, while he would thank the person who roused him
to a sense of his danger. And why should not the government be
equally grateful for similar information and incitement to inquiry ? It
would be so, ifits members were not imbecile, self-conceited, and
supine. Then as to prisons crowded with debtors, was there a quar-
ter of England, ora man in the country, that could not testify to this
fact 2 He himself had seen the condition of the King’s Bench prison,
The day upon which he was committed to the King’s Bench prison in
consequence of this prosecution, he was put inside the gate, and found
himself within the walls—at liberty to go where he liked for an abi-
ding place. At length he applied at the door for the tipstaff by whom
he was taken into custody, and brought in, requesting to know where
he was to get a lodging ? In consequence of this application he was
conducted to the coffee-room, where alone he could, from the erowded
state of the prison, find any sort of decent accommodation. Such was
the statement to him at the time, and such he afterwards found to be
the fuct. At the coffee-room he took up his abode as a boarder; for he
was under the necessity of paying three shillings a night for sleeping
in a room, in another part of the prison, with three other persons,
This inconvenience which he most sensibly felt, both in person and in
pocket, was inevitable, from the extremely crowded state of the pri-
son. Another proof of the crowded state of our prisons he had latel

seen at Maidstone, where a prison to occupy fourteen acres of ground,
was nearly completed, avowedly with a view to provide accommo-
dation for the miserable prisoners of the county of Kent, in addition
to that afforded by the county gaol. With respect to the overflow of
poor-houses, he did not think it necessary to say any thing upon that
point, as every gentleman of the Jury must, no doubt, be competent,
from his own experience and information, fully to decide the truth of
that allegation. The next prayer of this publication was as to “a
Parliament chosen only by one-tenth of the people—taxes raised to
j ay wholesale butchers their subsidies—false doctrines, heresy, and
schism—conspiracies against the liberty of the people, and obstacles
thrown in the way of our natural and constitutional rights.” That
Parliaments were not chosen h-:lr more than one-tenth of the ‘PEDPEB
was he apprehended an indisputable fact. He himself had been for
the most part of hislife a housekeeper, and yet he had never enjoyed
the right of voting for a member of the House of Commons. This he
must and ever should consider a great grievance. He, and others
similarly circumstanced, were no donbt told that they were re presented
virtually as some class, But this was a mere delusion, only aggrava-
ting the unjust privation of his right by an insult to his understanding.
Then, as to human butchers, in what other light were those to be
regarded who let out their subjects to be shot at, orto shoot at others
for hire? False doctrines were surely chargeable upon those who

sanctioned those notions of * legitimate mght” which were in
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and draw their own conclusions, whether he proceeded through the
whole or not. Mr, Hone was resuming when lie was stayed by

A Jurymav.—It is not necessary for you to read any further;
we are satisfied,

Mr. HoxE said, Gentlemen, I thank yon,—He was glad on many
accounts to hear the Jury was satisfied, and would trouble the J ury
but a short time longer. He never intended, by these parodies, to
excite ridieule against the Christian religion, and none but the weakest |
men could honestly suppose so, and even they did it without consi-
deration. flis intention was merely political. Tt was done to excite
alaugh, Was a laugh treason ¥ Surely not. “ The lean-face Cussius
never laughs.,” The learned Judge who tried the cause yesterday
(Mzr. Justice Abbott) had said, that to take the name of the Lord in
vain was profanation. Liet My, Attorney-General look to this; forhe
found that he had made a free nse of this hallowed name at the late
trial of Mr, Wooler. When he made this allusion, he begged to as-
sure the learned Gentleman that nothing was further from his mind
than any notion that in the extracts from the Attorney-General's
speech, which he was about to read, the name of God was introduced
in any other way than that which might be done in an earnest and
rapid delivery. But the Attorney-General had made, in his speech
on Mr. Wooler's trial, the following expression :—

“There are some persons who suppose, or choose to state they suppose,
that persons filling the sitvation which I fill (God knows unworthily) are
servants of the Crown.”

¢ The prosecution is not instituted on my own judgment to (for God knows that
is weak), but in concurrence with that of my learned friends.”

“If any man can doubt that the defendant meant this as a libel upon

Ministers, God defend my understanding.”

¢“If he did not mean to viclate the laws of the country, in God’s name let
him shew it.,”

¢ If he can shew, by a preceding or following sentence, that this is not the
meaning intended to be expressed, in the name of Heaven let him do'it.”

“ God knows a great deal of my life has been spent in public.”

¢ God forbid that it should be said the highest and lowest man are not equal

in the eye of the law."” "
¢ Thank Ged, the richest and the poorest man are equally protected.

Mr. Hone begged to remind the Attorney-General of what he had
slated yesterday respecting the Ten Commandments, and the reveren-
tial awe which ought to be enteriained for them. One of these comi-
mands was, * Thou shalt not take the name of the Lord thy God in
vain 3 ” but it appeared that the learned Gentleman himself had
broken this commandment, He was sure that the learned Gentleman
had no intention of breaking the commandments, or degrading sacved
subjects, and therefore he was morally absolved from the conse-
quences of the impression which such irrelevant appeals to the Deity
might produce. The defendant absolved him from any intenlion of
taking God’s name in vain, and he wished the same construction io
be put on the parodies which he had written. :

He concluded by imploring the Jury, if they thought him capabie
of sending forth the publication with thg intent attributed m'hlmé
to find him guilty; but if, as he anticipaled they dishelieved
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Wi, M‘Dosnern deposed that he was the shopman of My, Hone,
and had immediately succeeded Benjamin Grimsen; thathe was naver
allowed to sell Wilkes's Catechism, although several persons applied to
him forit ; some of those applicants having tendered half-a-erown and
more for a copy of it, while one offered a pound note. To a question
1‘rn{n the Judge, wilness answered that he entered into the defend-
ant’s serviee about the beginning of Aprillast. He was cautioned
against selling any of these parodies, r

Lord ExrenporovGu.—Then yeu had them in the shop ?

Witness.---No my Lord.

Lm:cl ErrexronovGu.—What do you meun by being cautioned ?—
a caution would be superfluous, if the parodies were not there,

The inIIIESS.—-—LargE sums were offered. I could have got 11. for
one; and the caulion was lest a stray one should be picked up in
rummaging the shelves,

Georce BuTLER, of Castle Street, in the Borough, deposed, that
he ecalled at the defendant’s house about April last, with a view to
purchase some copies of Wilkes's Political Catechism, but that the
shopman, as well as the defendant himself, refused to let him have
any; that this refusal served to interupt a friendship of twenty years
standing, which he had had with the defendant.

Mr. HrrcHrnas deposed, that he applied in vain at the defendant’s
shop, about the beginning of March last, for copies of the parodies,
including Wilkes's Catechism : that he did not know any thing about
those parodies, until he heard of their having been prosecuted,
and then, from curiosity, he became anxious to see them.

The AvrorNey-GENERAL rose Lo veply. Hesaid, thatthe consi-
deration of this case had occupied so much time, that he wonld endea-
vour to compress what he hud to say into as little compass as possible.
The defendanthad alluded to some expressions which he supposed had
fallen from him on a former occasion. In speaking of toleration, the
defendant had supposed that he held in equal esteem and veneration
men of all professions of religion. This was a mistake : what he had
said was, that if a man was a Christian, though his mode and form of
worship might differ from the forms of the Established Church, to
which he himself belonged, yet if he performed his duty towards Lis
God, and believed in the essential articles of the Gllri.ﬂ;’linn‘ﬁiith, he
held that man in estimation and regard,—notin equalestimation. Asto
the allusion to his having taken the name of God in vain on a former
trial—all he had to say was, that he knew nothing of the accuraey of
the report ; but if Mr. Hone could derive any advantage from his ad-
mission, he was free to say, that he had much I:-l_a.me to l:-l_ke to ]".m’
self for making too free a use of the name of his I\:Iaker n attesting
the sincerity of the opinions he was then delivering, This he cm_:feasﬁ{l
was wrong 3 for he hoped that all person wu‘u!d remember that the
great Mr, Boyle never uttered the name of God '.'.‘rll.hnut a pause, at
the same time showing his reverence by the obelsance l::f hls_ body.
But this really had nothing to do with the question. The impro-

TiElj’ of one man could not be an 'E?ICI.]EE for that of another. As to
the filing of an mformation ex officio, it was part of i.]'lﬁ law Pf the land :
it had been part of the common law from the earliest “mﬂﬂx““f-" was
recognized by the statute law, The subject did not pass over without
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fendant, that he had stopped the cireulation of this work on the 27th
-:::_fTFchuarjr ; but when he told them this, it was no matter of con-
sideration on the question of Guilty, or Not Guilty. Every man
might endeavour to do away his offence by a sort of reparation : he
l'lmf, however, had the pﬂi]lfu] dul‘,j' of sitiing', when the erime of
forgery was brought before him, in cages were the monev had been
sent back 3 but so little had this been attended to, that the severest
penalties of the law had been enforced. The fact which the defendant
!13& proved could only have effect in mitigation of punishment,
F'he information charged that this was an impious and profane libel :
it was a libel on one of the most beautiful compositions that ever came
from the hands of men: it was a part of the ritual even before the
Protestant form of worship was established ; and to bring this into
ridicule, to_endeavour to write down the Litany, was impious and
profane. It was said that there was no such intention 3 but the law
considered that everyman intends that which he has done. The small-
ness of the price for which these works were sold only accelerated
the sale, and increased the danger. One offence could not be justified
by another: on the contrary, it was an aggravation to say, that persons
had done so before, and thence to add to the number of offenders.
Amongst all the parodies which the defendant had read, he could not
find any that bore any proportion to the enormity of the present.
The Litany, and all the forms of prayer, were in our statute-books, as
much of the law of inheritance, which gives to a son the estate of his
father. Lord Hale, venerable as well for the sanctity of his character,
as for the profundity of his learning, had declared, as the Attorney-
General had told them, that Christianity was part of the common law
of the land. IFf this publication were not to ridicule religion, let
them take it with them, and see what other purpose it could answer.
To raise a laugh—a laugh at whom, if it were not at religion? The
last passage in the work seemed to be the worst ; for there, instead
of the =solemn and impressive words, ** May the grace of our Lord
Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the fellowship of the Holy
Ghost, be with you all ever more ;” it said, “Maﬁ' the grace of our
Lord George, and the love of Louis XVIII. and the fellowship of the
Pope, be with you all evermore.” The defendant had adverted to
many grievances that did not exist. The rightof filing informations
ex officio was expressly saved to the Attorney-General by the statute
of William. And as to granting copies of the information, in what in-
stance had such copies ever been granted to any subject of the realm?
Did the defendant wish a particular law for himself ? He said he was
ignorant of the charge to which he had to plead. What! did he not
publish this work ; and how could he not know what the charge con-
tained? Then what other grievance had he to complain of ? Was it
that he was discharged upon his own recognizance ? It was now for
them to consider whether the defendant was guilty. Different persons,
it was said, had published similar things. As to the going up to the time
of Martin Luther, Boys, and so on, the habits of those times were totally
different : the first scenic performances were mysteries or represen-
tations of incidents in Sacred Writ. Luther himself was not very tem-
perate when he was engaged in controversy. There were many things
in the parodies which have Deen read that must be considered as
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L el b
) -0 ; and proceeded to call over the
names of the Jury. Though the Court was crowded to excess, the
most profound silence prevailed, ’

Only seven Special Jurymen attending, the Arror¥EYV-GENERAT,
prayed a fales. *

The ATToRNEY-GENERAL challenged WirLLiam Greew, one of the
talesmen who servéd on the Juny the day before.

Mr. Hoxe immediately rose, evidently labouring under great indis-
position and begged that he might be n]{owed time to recollect himself.
A moment after, he said he objected to that peremptory challenge of a
common juror, and required the cause of it,

The ArToRNEY-GENERAL observed that the Crown had a right to
challenge, without assigning any cause, until the panel was gone
through. If there did not then appear to be a sufficient number to
form a Jury, he should, if called upon, state his reasons for challeng-
Ing any individuals,

Lord Errexvoroven said, the Defendant might in that case call
upon the Attorney-General, but not before—that he believed was the
rule of law,

Mr. HoNe was al this time sitting down, and appeared extremely
agilated. .

Lord ExrenBonovcm.—I believe, Mr Ilone, you have not heard
the observation of the Attorney-General.

. Mr, Hoxe replied, that he did not distinetly hear it,
* His Lordship repeated the words, and assured the Defendant that
he should have the benefit of any legal objection that appeared
malerial to his defence,

Mr. Hoxe.—I am thankful to your Lordship.

The ArTorNEY-GENERAL challenged J. MaTTHEWS, merchant.

Mr, Hoxe.— again rose to object to the challenge.

Lord ErviensorovGn repeated the assurance he had made, and
the defendant sat down evidently seriously indisposed—he was much
convulsed.

A gentleman at the bar, who sat near the Attorney-General having
made some remark upon the appearance of Mr Hone,—

The ArtorNeY- GENERAL addressed his Lordship. What he had to
state he said, did not arise from a wish on his part to postpone the
proceedings of the Court ; it arose from a very different source. Mr.
Hone appeared to be very unwell ; and it had been suggested, that
a delay of the proceedings might be necessary, inconsideration of his
probable inadequacy to enter upon his defence with the full command
of those energies which he possessed in a very considerable degree,
This was a ground of postponement that could by no means be contro-
verted,

Mr. Hoxx.—I make no request, my Lord

The ArrorNey-GENERAL—The Defendant certainly appeared un-
able to make any great physical exertion ; and as it was necessary
for him to have a full controul upon so serious an occasion, the post-
ponement might be desirable. )

Mr, Hoxe said, he was thankful for the offer of indulgence. He
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Bty e o o f i s i s v
couttry, as a rectﬂl'ii o be 1 Id . dm'lfl'e ki kﬂ_[ll s Ul‘llm
’t‘u’imtg.r’er relaxation from procuced, It necessary in Courts of Juslice,
: n penalties imposed by this statute might have
taken place since t!lﬂ*- time, the Aect, in other respects, remained un-
touched, the established form of prayer was left sacred, and was to be
defended against all whosonght to bring it into contempt. Whatever
differences of opinion might prevail on thedoetrinal points of the Atha-
nasian Creed, amongst different religious seets, it was a part of the
ﬂ]l'lll‘(:l} seryice, as established h_? law in England. And although the
]n.u.: (I.I{‘]. not furl:m;_l the decent discussion of the theological subjects to
which it referred it ought not to allow it to be scoffed at, or treated with
general ridicule. It was forthe Jury to decide whether this was not
!h{e true character of the puhh(:.atiun rec:_itr:d on the record, and whether
this did not amount to the offence of libel. . There could, he appre-
hended, be no doubt with regard to the tendency of the work : but it
might be urged in the course of the defence, that such was not the
object of the author in publishingit. But he must fake leave to say,
that if a man advisedly did a wrong act, he was answerable for its na-
tural consequences, because it was his duty to reflect upon its tendenc
and nature before he committed it. Now, writing and publishing
were {)luinljr acts of deliberation, in excuse of which, if they S
wicked or nnjustifiable, it was impossible to allege a momentary im-
pulse or the infirmity of human nature. He was astonished, indeed,
that such a pretence should be employed, as that the Defendant was
unconscious of the tendency of' the writings in question. From the
number of books which he saw on the table, it might be attempted to
show, that similar works had been circulated by other persons, But
whosoever they were, or whalever their merits in other respects, he had
no hesitation to say that theyhad been guilty of the same offence, and
that such instances could, therefore constitute no justification of the
Defendant’s conduct, The libel in question must be judged upon its
intrinsic contents alone, and not by the authority of parodies equally
offensive. The Attorney-General then read several passages from the
paper he held in his gillld, which was entitled “ The Sinecurist’s
Creed,” and proceeded to show that those passages were a parody upon
many parts of St. Athanasius’s creed, by reading the corresponding
pur;l.graphs. The injury likely to arise from the dissemination of this
awful system of impiety would be, the Attorney-General observed,
particularly great in the case of those who were not enlightened by
education, and who were therefore easily initiated into bad principles
by publications of that kind. But that was not the only class that
would suffer.  When children were bronght up in the prineiples of
Christianity, the best expectations might be entertained from their
mature years ; but if they were not protected from these inroads, the
reat bond that linked man to man would be shaken, and there was no
vice that did not afford a speedy promise of becoming grealer and more
uncontrollable. The man whose acts led to this unfortunate event
must be responsible. His fault arose not from oversight or thought-
lessness, but from a cool deliberation.  Itwould be for the Jury to say
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So likewise Old Bags is a Fool, Derry Down Triangle is a Fool : and the Doc-

tor iz o Fool,
And yet not three Fools ; but one Fool,

For like as we are compelled by real verity : to acknowledge every Minist
himself to be Quack and Fool ; ¥ B ry ister by

§ .‘5? are we forbidden by state etiquette: to say there be three Quacks, or three
odls,
Derry Down Triangle is made of none ; neither born nor begotten. ]
3 Old Bags is of himself alone : a Lawyer bred, a Lord created, by his Father
egotien.

The Doctor is of Old Bags, and of Derry Down Triangle : neither made, nor
created, nor begotten, but proceeding,

So there is one Old Bags, not three Old Bags : one Derry Down Triangle, not
three Triangles : one Doctor, not three Dactors.

And in this ministry none is afore or after the other: none is greater or less
than another,

But the whole three Ministers are co-Charlatans together, and co-Tricksters.

So that, in all things, as is aforesaid : the Majority with the Ministry, and the
Ministry in the Majorily, is to be worshipped.

He therefore that will be a Sinecurist, must thus think of the Ministry,

Furthermore itis necessary to his Sinecure’s preservation: that he alo believe
rightly the mystification of Derry Down Triangle.

For the Sinecurist’s right faith is, that he believe and confess: that Derry
Down Triangle, the gueue of the Ministry of the great man now no more, is now
both Minister and Manager. -

Minister, first selling the substance of his own coulitry to this : Manager scat-
tering the substance of this over all the world ;

Perfect Knave and perfect Fool : of usurping despotic views—on overstrained
taxation subsisting ;

Equal to Old Bags as touching grave Trickery : and inferior to the Doctor as
touching his Mummery.

Who although he be Knave and Fool, yet he is not two, bit one Minister :

One; not by a conversion of the Charlatan into the Minister ; but by shooting
a more showy juggler, who wanted, and still wants, to be n Minister.

Ore altogether ; squandering in profusion our substance: by votes of corrupt
Majorities,

For as by power of Dupery, and our Money, he makes whom he will his own :
5o by Intrigue and Cajolery, he is Minister :—

Who to talk for our Salvation, deseended (o kiss the Nethermost Eod of Tally-
high-ho: and rose again as a giant refreshed ;

He ascended into a higher place, he sitteth at the right hand of the Chair ; from
whenee he shall hear how those who being starved,—* by the Visitation of God,'—
become Dead, g

At whose nodding all Sinecurists shall rise again, and aiain; and with their
voices cry Aye! Aye! and the Laureate in token of joy, shall mournfully chant
the most doleful Lay in his Works. 3

And they that have said Aye ! Aye! shall go into place everlasting ; and they
that have said No! shall go into everlasting Minorities.

And Coreripek shall havea Jew’s Harp and a Rabbinical Talmud, and a
Roman Missal : and Wonrpswortn shall have a Psalter, and a Primer, nm:! B
Reading Hasy: and unto Soutney’s Sack-but shall be duly added : and with
Harp, Sack-but, and Psaltery, they shall make merry, and discover themselves
before Derry Down Triangle, and Hua, his mostgracious Master, whose Kingdom
shall have no end. :

Tlhis is the Sinecurist's duty, from doing more than which, except he abstain
faithfully, he cannot be a Sinecurist.

Glory be to old Bags, and to Derry Down Triangle, and to the Doctor.

As it was iu the beginning, is now, and ever shall be, if such things be, without
end Amen, 2

[Here endeth the Creed or Belief]
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Defendant asking the opinion of the Court for information, and an-
swered in a manner calculated rather to cause confusion in his mind
than to clear up the difficulty: and I will ask, whether such ought to
be the conduct of a person presiding ina Court of Justice ? An Act
of Parliament should be so clear, that he who runs may read ; and that
is, that he who reads it may understand its meaning, without the in-
tervention of a Judge; and I take this Act to be so. But nevertheless,
if legal opinion be desired, there is the exposition of the Vinerian Pro-
fessor of Law upon it, Mr Christian—no mean authority ; for this
gentleman is distinguished for Lis learning and legal knowledge, and
is himself a Judge, being Chief Justice of Ely. That learned person,
observing on Mr. Fox’s Libel Bill, in his notes on Blackstone’s Com-
mentaries (B. 4, p. 151, Ed. 1795) says, “ That statute provides that
““the Judge may give his opinion to the Jury respecting the matter in
issue,” not shall

Lord ELrexsorouecH.—You are mistaking the statute.

Mr. Hoxk (loud).—I beg your Lordship’s pardon (vehemently), you
are interrupting me, my Lord. I was not quoting the statute ; I was
reading, as the gentlemen of the Jury know, to whom I am addressing
myself, the Exposition of Professor Christian upon the words of —

Lord ErrexsoroveH.—The words in the statute are, “ shall or
may give his opinion.”

Mr. Hoxg,—1I shall read the statute presently.

Lord ErrexBoroveu.—Well, goon,

Mr. Hone (earnestly and slowly).—My Lord, I think it necessary lo
make astand here. I cannot say what your Lordship may consider to
be necessary interruption, but your Lordship interrupted me a great
many times yesterday, and then said you would interrupt me no more,
and yet your Lordship did interrupt me afterwards ten times as much as
you had done before you said you would interrupt me no more. 1
feel it proper to make this observation upon the interruption. Gentle-
men, it is you who are trying me to day. Ilis Lordship is no judge
of me. You are my judges, and you only are my judges. His Lord-
ship sits there to receive your verdiet. He does not even sit there to
regulate the trial—for ¢he law has already regulated it. He sits there
only as the administrator of that law—to take care that nothing in
the regulation of the law prejudice the Prosecutor or the Defendant,
I hope that unless I trangress the law I shall not be again interrupted
to day—but if I do, I crave interruption, for it will be necessary. 1T
hope for that necessary interruption, but then it must be necessary 1n-
terruption. If I transgress thé law, I shall do it unwittingly. T trust
that I shall not be allowed to do it, and then like a poor fly in the web
of a spider, be pounced upon and crushed. ]

Mr. HoNE, resuming his argument, contended that by Mr. Fox’s bill
the judge was not bound to give any opinion on the question, whether
the thing under consideration was libel or not, but that it was left dis-
eretionary for him to do so or not, as he thought proper. 1.113 Lord-
ship seemed to think otherwise, and that it was a part of his duty to
give that opinion. His Lordship would, therefore, no doubt, pursue
that course to-day—he would not say what his Lordship did yesterday,
but he trusted his Lordship to-day would give his opinion coolly and
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ing the Athanasian Creed. The parody for which he was at present
upon trial, hud been reserved, he believed, for no other reason but be-
cause it was the weakest of the three. The Attorney-General, no
doubt, had selected the parody on the Catechism as the first ohjec,t of
accusation, for no other reason but because he looked upon it as the
strongest case; that on the Litany was the next; the last was beyond
comparison the weakest. It was an old saying, that experience made
fools wise. Experience, however, never made fools wise. It made
men of understanding wiser, but not fools. If there was any truth in
the proverb, he should not then have been a third time in Court, after
being twice acquitted upon similar charges, He did not impute folly to
the Attorney-General. On his part, the proceedings arose. perhaps
from an error in judgment; but there were others who, after the ex-
perience of the last two days, were so foolish as to allow him to be
brought a third time to trial, though the chance of being found guilty
was reduced even to less than the proportion of 1 to 999, The Attor-
ney-Genéral, neither upon this, nor upon the former trials, had quoted
much by way of authority to enforce his opinion. All the authority
was upon his (Mr. Hone’s side. It was contained in the books thatlay
upon the table, He had selected many passagees from them which he
should have oceasion to read once more. They all proved that parodies
upon the Scripture had been in frequent use even among pious and en-
lightened men. The opinion of 8ir Matthew Hale had been mentioned
and quoted as the highest authority upon the subject of religion as
connected with the State., He was, no doubt, an honest, wise, upright,
and pious Judge. He could not say he was in error in the particular
opinion alluded to on a former trial, but he was not infallible, and
might have been deceived as well as others, That pious and upright
Judge actually condemned to death some persons for being witches.
He might have been a great man, but this was a proof that he was
wenk at least in one respect. With respect to the authorities he had
guoted upon the subject of parody, there was a great difference of
opinion between him and the Attorney-General. He should, however,
quote them again, and should tell the Jury that Martin Luther was a
-parodist as well as William Hone, 1In the title-page of Wilkess Ca-
techism, he had stated that it was never before published ; he after-
wards, however, discovered that it had been printed and published
hefore, This information he had from a gentleman of the bar, Mr.
Adolphus, who came into his shop to purchase the Catechism, and
seeing it mentioned in the title-page that it had never before heen
published, informed him that it was printed and published in the Ist
volume of the Morning Chronicle, remarking at the same time, that
the title-page was an imposition. Such was the fact. Was Mr. Adol-
phus in Court, he believed that gentleman would have no hesitation in
admitting it. Truth was always his leading principle, as it should
be that of every other man., He defied any person with whom he
had the least dealing, to bring a charge of falsehood against him, With
respect to the parody on Wilkes’s Catechism, be wrote it himself upon
a manuscript which had been put into his hands by a gentleman,
who told him, at the same time, that it was never before published.
That gentleman belonged to the profession of the law, He was a
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He wasbrought into Court on the 5th of May las
Sir William Garrow resigned his situation, }I'{e :oz?ddl:l]::am: ioid
signation arose from his being ashamed of his conduct, but il? i
markable that the informations filed by him upon e L was re-
; e ion were
the last acts of his political life as Attorney-General, No info i
was filed against others who had written parﬂdies.. An infu:E:tliun
hgd not, and would not, he believed, be filed against My, Cannin I?:rn
his parody on Job. The reason was, perhaps, that it was km:wng;h ;
Mr. Canning could make a good defence, while he (Mr. Hone) wha
was supposed unable to make one, was brought before a Jur thre:
times successively. e never before in his life spoke in the p:?eaente
of more than ten persons, If Providence ever interfered to protect
weal a:nd defenceless men, that interference was most surel Pman'
fested in his case. It had interposed to protect a helpless and d::'af'enc;:
less man against the rage and malice of his enemies, He could attri-
bute his defence to no other agent, for he was weak and incapahle
and was at that moment a wonder unto himself. (Here a mized e
mur of applause and pitywas heard from the crowd assembled.) As the
law qi‘l_lhel stood at present, it was not possible to be understood. [t
was, in its present state, only calculated to entrap and deceive people
into punishment, and reminded him of the conduct of one of the des-
pots, who, in all countries, frequently get into the possession of power,
and use it only for the purpose of punishment and oppression, Thl;
person to whom he alluded was the tyrant of Syracuse, It was his cus-
;zi::é:h;?d luTs w;re promulgated, to have them written in very small
i placed so high that they could not be read ; but whoever
dared to transgress them were punished with all the severity of a des-
pot, though the wretches who suffered the punishment conld not pos-
sibly have known the law, for the pretended transgression of which
they suffered. Such exactly was the law of libel. In fact, there was
no such thing as a law of libel ; or, if there was, the law was wrillen
upon a cloud, which suddenly passed away, and was lost in vapour.
Nothing was a libel until a Jury pronounced it such. He was pointed
at, and showed as one guilty of publishing the most blasphemous pro-
ductions. When in the King's-Bench, he was shunned as a pestilence
even by those who were, or prete nded to be, formerly his l'rit,'.mﬂs-—:I
by those whom, as David said of Jonathan, his heart loved. His ac-
uaintance, it was true, recommended him to counsel, but some objec-
tions were urged against all whom they pointed out to him, Some
from motives of etiquette, could not attend upon him in prison. Others,
though they might have talent, had not courage to undertake his
defence. Without courage it would be useless to attempt it. The
question he put, upon such recommendation of counsel being made,
was, has he courage? Will he be able to stand up against my Lord
Ellenborough ? Will he withstand the brow-beating of my Lord
Ellenborough ? Tt was necessary that a person underlaking 1is de-
fence should be a stranger to fear; for if he persisted in saying any
thing when once his Lordship had made an objection, the consequence
would be to lose what is called the ear of the Court.
The ATTorNEy-GENERAL—I cannot sit here quietly and hear such
'.angmlge directed to the Couyt, I submit, my Lord, whether it be right?

s
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from The Times Journal) walk forth in Crane-court, Fleet-street, By
this ghost it had been stated (for what purpose, unless to prejudice him
on his trial, could not be imagined) that Williams had been found
guilty by the verdict of @ Jury for the same publication. This was as
false as was another statement, that he was in the practice of gellin
obscenity, which he detested and despised as much as any man, Such
fulsehoods put forth at such a time, when he was standing up in that
Court, in the hour of peril, to vindicate his innocence, could only have
proceeded from one who was a villain to the back bone. As such he
would proclaim Dr. Svor to his face, whenever and wherever he
shiould meet him,

Lord Ennensorotcu.—Do not use such expressions. You say you
have got through life free from private and acrimonious bickering ;
do not say that now which may hereafter provoke it. I say this merely
for your own preservation, and not with a view to interrupt you.

Mr. Hoxg assured his Lordship that he sincerely acknowle ged the
propriety of his interference, though it was difficult for him to restrain
his feelings. It was nevertheless true that he cherished no hatred
against this individual ; he was indeed an object of contempt, and not
of hatred, and was regarded by him in no other light than as a lost,
unfortunate and abandoned man. He had come into Court with stronk
feelings of irritation, which hie could not well restrain when he found
that this man’s statements went to impute to him the publication ot
sedition, blasphemy, and obscenity, He denied that he?md ever suf-
fered any obscene workin his shop; and if it could be proved that he
had, he called upon the Jury to find him guilty of blasphemy, in or-
der that under that verdict he might receive the punishment due to
obscenity ; for, next to blasphemy, he considered obscenitythe greatest
offence which a man could commit. He had, however, no farred for
such a man ; and although Dr. Slop had attempted to do him this injury
in the moment of peril, if the miserable man were in distress to-morrow,
and it was in his power to relieve him, he would nat hesitate to hold him
out a helping hand. 'This feeling had been cherished in his breast ever
since he knew right from wrong. (Murmurs of applause.) He wished
he could have had it in his power to say that his trial had not come on

that day, merely forthe sake of being able to say something in favour of

his persecutors. Some of those grave personages went to the Chapel
Royal with their Prayer Books on the Sabbath-doy. It was to be la-
mented that they lost sight of these principles of Chrislianity which
he hoped they were in that place accustomed to hear. He by no means
wished that justice should not be done; for to neglectto do justice
would be injustice ; but he thought in the present case they might
have borrowed a litle of the character, the precept, and the example,
of one whose name he could not mention without reverence and hu-
mility—he meant Jesns Christ.  He would not beso irreverend as to
read any passage to illustrate the character of that Divine Being : but
he well recollected that when Jesus was on earth, he continually ex-
horted his followers to the exercise of mercy, charity, love, and good-
will. This was exemplified in many instances, but in one more finely
than in all the rest. He had heard various sermons on_this subject,
but none of them produced an impresion equal to that which he expe-
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dependent. None is supposed to be independent without p-rupert_-,'. 1
have never had any property. Within the last twelve months my chil-
dren had not beds. At this moment there is not furniture sufficient
for the necessary enjoyment of life,  For the last two yearsand a half
I have not had a complete hour of happiness, because my family have
been in such misery that it was impossible for a man of my tempera-
ment to know any thing of happiness. T have been asked, why I have
not employed counsel 7—I could not fee counsel. T have been asked,
w]:nen I shm:_.ld ublish my trial ? T could not pay a reporter ; and at
this moment I have no reporter in Court. Gentlemen, you do not see
me in that dress which my respect for you, and for myself, wonld make
me anxious to appear in. I did resolve to get asuit of clothes for
these trials, but the money I had provided for that purpose I was ob-
lived to give for copies of the information against me. These things I
mention to show you what difficulties I had to encounter in order to
appear to possess independence of mind, and to let men know how cau-
tious they should be in judging of men., Seven or eight years ago I
went into business with a friend in the Strand. T had then a wife and
four children, and I was separated from them by evils accumulated
from endeavouring to help those who could not help themselves. T at-
tempted, in conjunction with a friend, who originated the plan, to es-
tablish something of an institution similar to the saving banks that are
now so general. There was a number associated for this purpose, and
I was their secrelary. Our object was to get the patronage of Minis-
ters for our scheme, Mr. Fox was then in power. It was the Whig
Administration. We hoped to throw a grain into the earth which
might become a great tree—in other hands it has succeeded. It was
very Quixotic—we were mad ; mad because we supposed it possible,
if an intention were good, that it would therefore be carried into ef-
fect. We were not immediately discouraged, but we met with that
trifling and delaying of hope which makes the heartsick.

[Here a person fainted among the erowd, and was carried out. The
Court and Jury took the opportunity to take some refreshment. Mr.
Hone withdrew, for a few minutes, from the Court, threw off his coat,
washed his arms and face with cold water, and rinced his mouth ; and
when the Court was ready resumed.]

I find I was entering into too much detail. T meant 'sim]w tostate
that [ lost every thing, even the furniture of my house. ith that
friend T got again into business. We became bankrupts, owing to the
terms on which we commenced it. But, on the meeting of our cre-
ditors, the first question was, *“ Where is your certificate 2 * All signed
it at once, save one, who was unintentionally the cause of my failure,
two years and a half ago, when 1 went into prison for debt, and was
discharged by the insolvent act. Having then got some books to sell,
being always fond of old books, I tovk a shop in Fleet-street, at the
corner of Lombard-street, It was three feet wide in front. I had no
place there for my wife and my seven children. The shop was in con-
sequence broken open three times, and all that was worth any thing in it
taken away. I wasnow in desperation, thrown on a wide ocean without
a shore, and without a plank of safety. I then accidently wrote some-
thing which happened to sell. By this success 1 got a place for my fa-
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the sentiments inculcated. To illustration of this position, he proceeded
to submit to the Jury the same works of which he availed himself on
the preceding trials; amongst which were Dr. Boys the Dean of Can-
terbury’s parody on the Lord’s Prayer. There was no doubt that Dr,
Boys bad wrilten his parody unadvisedly, but certuinly without a bad
miention. Such was his (the Defendant’s) on 8t. Athanasius’s Creed,
It was not written for a religious, but for a political purpose—to pro-
duce a laugh against the Ministers. He avowed that such was his object;
uay, to laugh his Majesty’s Ministers to scorn; he had laughed at them,
and, ha! ha! ha! he laughed at them now, and he would laugh at them,
as long as they were laughing-stocks! Were there any poor witless
men less ridiculous than these Ministers, his persecutors ; one of whom
himself a parodist, sitting now in the Cabinet, winking at, instigating,
aiding and abetting this prosecution. George Canning was a parodist,
with William Hone and Martin Luther (applause.) He had forhorne
subpeenaing that Right Honourable parodist, because he wished to
spare his feelings ; although (said Mr. Hone) had I him now in the box,
I would twist him inside out. Mr, Canning had parodied the Scrip-
tures, but he (Mr, Hone), had only parodied the Common Prayer.
He next averted to the caricature called *“ The Mantle of Elijah.” And
who was the Elijuh personified 7—why, Mr. Pitt! And who was the
mantle-calcher ?—why, this same George Canning, who wis now one
of his persecutors. Before, he had spoken of this Right Honourable
with forbearance ; but now he must speak with contempt of the man
who could act thus towards the poor miserable, and supposed (o be de-
fenceless bookseller of the little shop in Fleet Street. This very carica-
ture was published under Lhe auspices of Mr. Canning; certainly, at
least, with his entire knowledge. Mr. Canning ought tu%avs been a wil-
ling witness for him on the present.occasion ; he ought to come into the
witness hox, to confess his own sins, and plead the defendants cause.
It was hoped, he had no doubt, by cerlain very grave members of the
Cabinet (my Lord Sidmouth and my Lord Liverpool), that William
Hone could not stand the third day—that he would sink under his fa-
tigues and wanl of physical power. ** He can’t stand the third trial,”said
these humane and Christian Ministers ; ¢ we shall have him now ; he
must be crushed.” (Great showuis of applause.) Oh, no! no ! he must nef
be crushed ; you cannot crush Lim. I'have aspark of liberty in my mind,
that will glow and burn brighter, and blaze more fiercely, as my mortal
remains are passing to decay, There is nothing can crush me, bul my
own sense of doing wrong ; the moment I feel it, I Fall down in self-abase-
ment before my accusers: but when I have done no wrong, when I know
I am right, I am as an armed man; and in this spirit I wage battle with
" the Attorney-General, taking a tilt with him here on the floor of this
Court. The consciousness of my innocence gives me life, spirit, :}m:l
strength, to go throngh this third ordeal of persecution and opp ression,
He should order a frame for Elijah’s Mautle in bis way home to his fa-
mily, and he should place it over his mantle-piece, for his children to
laugh at. He said he should do this to-night, because he had no doubt
that the Jury wonld acquit him without retiring from the box (greaf a
plause). He next adverted to Lord Somers’s tracts, and called in aid the
parody of the Genealogy of Christ, and accompanied it with a powerful
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the Privy Council), and that, when thou art dead, the letters written
to thy bastards may be published, in seven editions, for the instruc-
tion of all sober families. '

“ Ye are to take care that this child, when he is of a proper age, he
brought to C—t, to be confirmed.”

Of the other works to which he particularly alluded, was Mr, Reeves’s
penny publication entitled the *¢ British Freeholder’s Political Cate-
chism.” That gentleman had himself been prosecuted ; not, however.
for his Catechism, but for having depicted the British Constitution as
a tree, the branches of which might be lopped off, and yet the trunk
remain. For this libel he was prosecuted under the direction of the
House of Commons, although it was carried on very unwillingly., Mr,
Reeves published this parody on the Catechism no doubt with the best
intentions, because he used the parody as a popular mode of inculcating
what that gentleman considered wholesome truth. Such was the object
of the parody now prosecuted. But what was the difference between
his situation and Mr. Reeves’s? Mr. Reeves was basking under the
sunshine of a Court, and was a placeman. If he (Mr. H.) was con-
victed, there was no doubt that he also would become a Government
placeman : but where ?—in Glocester gaol! To the Jury, however,
he looked for his rescue from this bigotted prosecution. He was charged
with parodying the language and style of sacred works, But what was
that style and language ?—it happened to be translated nearly three
centuries ago, but the language of that time was not, on that account,
peculiarly sacred. There was no doubt that if the Bible was re-trans-
lated, it must be so altered as hardly to be known, except by its sense.
If a parody on the style only was the offence, even Mr, Canning him-
self, as a literary man, as a man of taste, and a man of words, would
acquit him. But whatever might be the motive of this prosecation,
there could hardly be any doubt that it was an unchristian feeling on
the part of my Lord Sidmouth, to sutfer him to stand here for the third
time to take his trial for an offence which two juries of independent
Englishmen had pronounced not to be libels. He would not say that
Lord Sidmouth was a Bigot ; but he must say that the spirit of perse-
cution and unchristian feelings marked this abominable attempt to sa-
crifice, by all or any means, a defenceless and innocent man, for party
purposes. Lord Sidmouth himself knew, and every man in the coun-
try, even the most bigotted, must know that this parody was not wriiten
for irreligious purposes. The fact was, the hopeful Ministers of the
Cabinet wanted to- make him a scape-goat for their political sins ;
those which were his own particular sins he should glory in, so long as
he lived, because he knew that his objects were truly constitutional, and
aimed at the happiness of his country. The Jury must see that the pa-
rodies which he read were not calculated to injure religion. Most of
them had political or moral objects, OF the former description was
the parody in the Oracle newspaper, and the parody on the Te Deum.
adapted in five Janguages; to the combined loyal armies, lately employ-
ed against Buonaparte ; and of the latter was the F‘:el:gmus Play-bill,
which he had read on the other trials, which was printed by one of the
Society of Friends, Such also was the parody an the Recruiting Bill,
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and active patron, Yes, any man who could write in that style, about
which Canning was so particularly solicitous, that it seemed, in that
gentleman’s view, more material than thought, was secure of minjs-
terial patronage, if the writer would only follow Mr. Canning in the
desertion of principle and the saerifice of real independence.

But to return to the subject under the considerationof the Court, he
observed that parodies had been so numerous in this country, that no
one could suppose them subject to any legal censure. He remembered
a parody levelled at Lord Grenville, in the Oracle Newspaper, when it
wis @ ministerial print, as, indeed, it had always been for several years
before its death ; forthat paper was dead, notwithstanding the support
it received from Ministers ; and having mentioned that support, Le
could not help slating the manner in which it was usually afforded (o
newspapers. When the venal journalist could write what was deemed a
good article in favour of the Minisiry, 5 or 600 copies of his journal
were bought by the Treasury, and gratuitously circulated among their
partisans through the country, Those purchases were made, indeed, as
often as the journalistappeared to his patrons to deserve attention, and
they were made, too, with the public money. Thus the money wrung
in taxes from the pocket of the people, was distributed among those
prostituted writers who were employed in endeavouring to pervert their
understanding. How much of this money was given to the Oracle for
abusing every principle and advocate of liberty, he could not pretend to
say, but its death was a pregnant proof of the integrity, power, and
judgment of the people, among whom it could obtain no currency. For
after all, if a paper could not obtain a circulation among the people, Mi-
nisters must feel it of no use to them, and therefore withdraw their

alronage from a hireling as soon asthe people discard his productlions;
which they will always do as soon as they clearly understand his cha=
racler—such had been the fate of many newspapers and other perio-
dical publications in this country. Herriott's paper, the True Briton,
met the fate of the Oracle, and for the same reasons, When Her-
riott was provided with a place, which he now held, Cobbelt was
offered the True Briton, but he refused it. The True Briton too,
under Mr. Herriott, had its share of parodies, which were always, of
course, pointed against the opposition.

He then addressed himself to the particular parody charged as a
libel, and adduced a parody on the Athanasian Cree from the Foun.
ling Hospital for Wit, as follows 7—

PROPER RULES AND INSTRUCTIONS, WITHOUT WHICH NO PERSON
CAN BE AN EXCISEMAN. -
Quicunque valt.

Whosoever would be an Exciseman, before all things it is ncces-
sary that he learns the Art of Arithmetic, '
hich Art, unless he wholly understand, ‘he without doubt can be
no Exciseman, by 441 i
Now the Artof Arithmetic is this, we know how to multiply and
how to divide. Desuni pauea.
The 1 is a figure, the 2 a figure, and the 3 a figure.
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beings created, both equal, and yet one superior to the other ; and the
inferior shall bear rule over the superior ;- which faith except every
one do keep whole and undefiled, without doubt he shall be scolded at
everlastingly.

The man is superior to the woman, and the woman inferior to the
man ; yet both are equal, and the woman shall govern the man.

The woman is commanded to obey the man, and the mau ought
to obey the woman.

And yet, they ure not two obedients, but one obedient,

For there is one dominion nominal of the husband, and another
dominion real of the wife.

And yet, there are not two dominions but one dominion,.

For like as we are compelled by the Christian verity to acknowledge
that wives must submit themselves to their husbands, and be subject
to them in all things:

So are we forbidden by the conjugal faith to say, that they should
be at all influenced by their wills, or pay any regard to their commands.

The man was not created for the woman, but the woman for the
man.

Yet the man shall be the slave of the woman, and the woman the
tyrant of the man.

So that in all things, as is aforesaid, the subjection of the superior
to the inferior is to be believed,

He, therefore, that will be married, must thus think of the woman
and the man.

Furthermore, it is necessary to submissive matrimony, that he also
believe rightly the infallibility of the wife.

For the right faith is, that we believe and confess, that the wife is
fallible and infallible,

Perfectly fallible, and perfectly infallible ; of an erring soul, and
unerring mind subsisting ; fallible as touching her human nature,
and infallible as touching her female sex.

Who, although she be fallible, and infallible, yet she is not two, but
one womanj; who submitted to lawful marriage, to acquire unlawful
dominion ; and promised religiously to obey, that she might rule in
injustice and folly. '

This is the conjugal faith; which except a man believe faithfully,
he cannot enter the comfortable state of matrimony.

There were others, but the next, and only one he should read, was
from the New Foundling Hospital for Wit ; it was written against the
late Lord Chatham, as follows :—

A NEW POLITICAL CREED,

TOR THE YEAR MDCCLXVI.
Quicunque vult.

Whoever will be saved : before all things it is necessary that he
shonld hold the Chatham faith.

Which faith, except every man keep whole and undefiled without
doubt he shall sink into oblivion.

And the Chatham faith is this: that we worship one Minister in
Trinity, and the Trinity in Unity :

Neither confounding the persons, nor dividing the substance.
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should he think his act an offence, or that sort of publication criminal,
which bhad never been so pronounced? There was no analory be-
tween his act and the commission of any erime defined and forbidden
I?- the law, although such analogy had been urged on the other side.
1f he had commilted any act denounced by the law, or deemed a crime
by the common sense of mankind, he should not have presumed to
speak of the purity of his intentions. No Jury, indeed, could altend
to declarations of’ innocent intention from any man committing an sl
of acknowledged criminality. But that was not the nature of the
publication which he had utiered, and for which he was prosecuted.
Therefore he could conscientiously say, that he had no guilty inten-
tion in sending forth that publication, and he had no doubt that the
Jury would believe him, and would send him home to his family, in
spite of all the expedients used in this extraordinary prosecution; for
extraordinary it truly was, the Attorney-General having split into three
indictments malter, which being of the same character, he might huve
comprehended in one. But were the matter even different, did it
consist of two or three different subjects, he was assured by the most
eminent barristers, that the Attorney-General could have included them
in one indictment. 'Why then should so many indictments be pre-
ferred against him, but for a purpose which he trusted the integrity
and judgment of lhe_jur}r would defeat? They would not, he was
sure, be persuaded to think his publication a fit subject for punishment
afier such parodies had been overlooked as he had just read to the
Court.

Lord ErLENnoRoUGH observed, that every one of the parodies the
defendant had quoted, were as prosecutable as that with which he then
stood charged.

Mr. Hoxe admitted this; but why, he asked, were they not prose-
cuted ?  Where were the Attorney-Generals of those days! Why
did they abandon their duty? The Attorney-General might any day
go into the Crown-office, and file an information against any man who

wrote anything in opposition to the Government. A parody was °

never seized before.  'Why was his parody now attacked ? as it

because Lord Sidmouth was the only good Secretary of State for the

Home Department ? He charged that noble secretary with having put
all the people of England against him as a blasphemer, There were
prosecutions and' persecutions of various kinds for blasphemy. A man
charged with blasphemy had been punished in Poland, in the begin-
ning of last century. He believed him to have been certainly as bu::est
a man as the Secretary of State. One of the poor creature’s hands
was cut off with an axe by the executioner, and afterwards the other
was chopped off; his two bleeding stumps were then tI_xrust_m}a nm!-
ing piteh, and the miserable man was burned alive, whilst lifting h“:
eyes and his mutilated arms to heaven he cried, “Oh God of Abra:hnm !
Oh God of Judah ! have mercy upon me! Oh God of my fathers! have
pity upon me!”  Who, O who (cricd Mr. Hone, raising his voice to o

tone of the utmost vehemence) who were the blasphemers ? Who were
the Atheists? Were they not the bloody-minded men who called them-

selves Christinns, rather than the defenceless man whom ‘th'ey put to
death in that horrible and cruel manner? (Great applause instantane-
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publications, in which such language appeared, under the direct au-
thority of government.

Lnr{_l ELLENnum::m;H said that he did not recollect having used {he
words imputed to him by the Defendant. He might have used some
f:‘mh words, but he did not remember the precise words that fell from

im.

Mr. Hoxe declared that he quoted the words referred to with accu-
racy, and that he had no wish whatever to misrepresent his Lordship,
He was in the recollection of the short-hand writers in Court. But to
the point. He wus surely justified in concluding, that his Lordship's
impression was rather erroneous ; the Lord Chamberlin sanclioned,
and a succession of Crown Lawyers and Judges having seen and en-
Joyed that which he was about to cite. Here Mr. Hone read the fol-
lowing passage from the Hypocrite : ,

Lady Lamb. O dear; you hurt my hand, sir.

Doctor Cantzell, Impute it to my zeal, and want of words for ex-
pression : precious soul! I would not harm you for the world ; no, it -
would be the whole business of my life—

And again, Lady Lamb said, you are above the low momentary
views of this world,

Dr. Cant, Why, I should be so; and yet, alas! I find this morial
clothing of my soul is made like other men’s, of sensual flesh and
blood, and has its frailties,

Lody Lami. 'We all have those, but yours are well corrected by
your divine and virtuous contemplations,

Dr. Cant. Alas! Madam, my heart is not of stone: I may resist,
call all my prayers, my fastings, tears, and penance to my aid ; but
yet I am not an angel; I am still but a man ; and virtue may strive,
but nature will be uppermost. I love you, then, Madam,

It was well known that the person meant to be represented and ri.
diculed in the character of Dr. Cantwell, was that celebrated preacher
and philanthropist, Mr. Whitfield; and the sentences he uttered as
Dr. Eant,well were from his own Journal. This distinguished man
had, with John Wesley and others, done great good in promoting mo-
rality. If, indeed, those excellent persons had rendered no other ser-
vice to humanity than that of civilizing the Kingswnoq colliers, the;,-
were entitled to the praise of mankind. Yet Mr. Whitfield and his
language were thus caricatured upon the stuge, with the authority of
one of the first officers of the Crown., Bul again Mr. Whitfield was
still more ridiculed in Foot’s Farce of ¢ The Minor,” from which Mr,
Hone read the following extracts : ]

Mrs. Cole. I am worn out, thrown by, and forgotten, likea tattered
garment, as Mr. Squintwin says. Oh, he is a deat mar}! But for him
I had been a lost sheep ; never known the comforts of the new birth ?
Ay, I bave done with these idle vanities; my thoughts are fixed upon
a better place. What, I suppose, Mr. Loader, you will be for your
old friend the black-eyed girl from Rosemary-lane. Ha, ha I‘Weli,
'tis a merry little tit. A thousand pities she is such a reprobate ! —But
she’ll mend ; her time is not come : all shall have their call, as Mr,
Squintum says, sooner or later; regeneration is not the work of a day.
No, no, no,—0Oh |--
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seh. Wilt thou give thy cansent that I espouse her, and make her a
thing of my own? Verily I do expect the damsel to join with me in
the request, that we two may be made one. -

Heve there wus the use of scriptural language tolerated on the stage
for the very purpose of ridiculing a most amiable and respectable ¢ s
of Dissenters, the Quakers ; yet this Farce had the sanction of the
Lord Chamberlaia. But, with facts before them, how could the Jury
whom he had the honour to address, orany body of respectable men:
conclude, thathe, in publishing the parody under prosecution, couldsup-
pose he was commitling a criminalor an illegal agt? The parodies, how-
ever, which he had quoted, and in reading which he feared he had
trespassed upon the attention of the jury, formed but a small part of
those which he had it in his power to bring forward, He could, in-
deed, have covered the table with such compositions. How many
could he have laken from Chalmers’ Poets: and was it meant, if he
should be convicted, to have an index expurgatoris applied to this, and
the numerous other works in our language which contained parodies
upon ihe Seriptures? He referred to the History of the Westminster
Election, in which Lord J, Townsend was a candidate, for a number
of parodies from both sides, Some of ihese pavodies were probably from
the pen of Mr, Canning, who had & nolorious taste for such compo-
sition, and that Gentleman was, in the contest alluded to, a Member of
the Committee for conducting Lord John Townshend’s election. But
he was a seeret member; for this gentleman was then read y loserve the
Foxites, with whom he professed to concur, while he wished to conceal
his operations from the Minister; whose patronage he was intriguing to
obtain. Thus Mr, Canning played the same double game many years
ago which he had lately performed towards his militant friend Lord
Custlereagh. But how would the Jury feel, as honourable men,
towards a prosecution instituted against him by the authority of this
vecy Minister? Was he to be punished for imitating the example of
Mr. Canning, in writing parodies, while that gentleman enjoyed im-
punity and power? Was it becoming on the part of Mr. Canning, ot of
Lord Sidmouth, who was also, he understood, a parly in the West-
miuster contest to which he had alluded, to institute this prosecution
against him ?' But, independently of the parodies he could have quoted
from the history of this contest, he could adduce many others from the
first periodical publications, Who that had, for instance, been in the
habit of reading the Morning Chroniele, could forget the many inte-
resting parodies which appeared, especially in the early numbers of
that excellent paper—yes, most excellent paper, he must call it; he
meant for the character of its polities.

Mr. Hone here presented several prints which he had adduced on his
previous trials, IHe exhibited M. Fuseli’s celebrated print of * The
Night Mare ;" and then showed a parody upon it representing the Lord
Mayor (Wood) as the night mayor (mare), upon the breust of a girl.
‘What, he would ask, did thisparody ridicule ? Was it Fuseli's print, or
was it Alderman Wood? The Attorney-General had not prosecuted, for
ridicule nupon Alderman Wood was not nunacceptable to Ministers. Did
the Alderman bring an action? That excellent man, and able magi-
ctrate, had Loo much sense to do so. The print ridiculed his well-meant
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talents in parodying Seripture for political purposes. In his i
of ‘Wiﬂiam Pitt, George CﬂnninF Wils I'EI:ZII‘EI:EII[E{I a8 cagg;:m}:ﬁ:
dropping mantle. Fox, the mostﬁlummm, the best man that ever sat
in an English Cabinet, was represented on a dunghill, witha Ja-
cobin’s red cap on his head. He wished Mr. Fox’s spirit predominated
now in our counsels, and the nation would be in a far different state,
The power of government would not be made execrable by the per-
secution of an innocent and defenceless man, O the persecuters, the
persecuters, the persecuters, that obliged him now to stand the third
day on his trial! Why did they not, to save Mr. Canning’s character, .
abstain from this prosecution? Mr. Canning would have thanked
them, and said, “ Honeis a poor fellow ; Iam a parodist too : this
prosecution is a vasty thing ; I don't like it.”” There was Lord Sid-
mouth, a grave, a good, a religious, and surely a charitable man ; there
was Lord Ellenborough, a very grave man (his Lordship could not resist
a smile here); why did they not step forward to help a poor oppressed
man ? O no! he could not stand three days ; their united force would
surely crush the insect! No, he defied their power. They could only
immortalize him. He would atleast go down to posterity with George
Canning. If this Right Honourable parodist ascended after Mr, Pitt,
he would lay hold of his left leg and ascend along with him. They
would perhaps have spared him this third trial, if he had implored their
mercy, Butno; he disclaimed, he anathematized their mercy. The
were helow William Hone, 67 Old Baily. Walter Scott had edited the
parody of Lord Somers. Why was he not prosecuted ? O no ! This Mr.
Scott, a man of great talents, was ministerial, and had held a litile
ogling for the laureatship with Robert Southey. He was plain Robert
Southey when he wrote Wat Tyler, and such publications as displeas-
ed Ministers. He was now a pensioner and Robert Southey, Esq. He
(Mr. Hone) had oceasion, when he edited the Critical Review, which
he did for six months, to see the Stuart Papers. They were published
by the librarian to the Prince Regent. There was no prosecution
against him for publishing a parlisﬁ and insidious apology for those
tyrants. No; a great deal of the spirit of *the bonny king and mickle
wise mon’ was siill to be perceived. The Stuaris must be excused and
spoken gently of ; they must not be talked of as the tyrants, the hypo-
crites, the bloody-minded persecuters they really were. Such language
was unacceptable to courtly taste. Reeves had parodied the Catechism,
but afterwards obtained a pension, But his polities were different,
Royalty had singled him (Mr. Hone) out for prosecution, on account of
his politics, He could not pretend to have become known to Royalty,
but Ministers would make him known. This was entirely a political
prosecution. Lord Sidmouth had before tried his hand at persecution,
when he brought in his bill against the Dissenters. The same noble
Lord left him to stand three days in that Court. When such a man
was Secretary of State, there was very little chance of the liberty
of England being protected. The Morning Herald, of the 4th of
May, 1812, parodied Scripture to ridicule Lord Grenville, but it was
for and on behalf of Ministers, and there was no prosecution. The
language of Ministers was, * Every thing must be done to keep down
those confounded fellows the Whigs, curse them.” The people
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tain religious opinions. Tt is not intended to compel those of a dif-
ferent persuasion to believe it.

. Be it so (resumed Mr. Hone) ; whether this creed were written by
St. Athanasius or not, he was not himself prepared to state. He had
intended to read a speech made by the Bishop of Clogher on this
ereed, but it was long, and not essentially material to the case ; for the
question here was, whether the publication before the Court was meant
to hripg that creed into contempt, and to that he could give the most
consciéntions negative. But the Jury would, he had no doubt, consider,
not the tendency, but the intention. They were not bound to follow his
Lordship's opinion. If his Lordship’s opinion were adopted, he should
at once have to walk to the King’s Bench. To the Jury he looked; and to
them alone, for protection ; for from them alone could he expect aid or
advice ; and he took leave to observe that it would answer the ends of
Juslice to pay more attention to what he said, than to what might be
urged by the Judge or the Attorney-General. He had declared that he
had no intention Lo publish a libel, and this declaration was entitled 10
credit upon this ground, which he would undertake to affirm was the
law of the land, namely, that the production before the Court was not
a libel, until the Jury had so pronounced it, With them alone the power
of making that decision rested ; and he appealed to them as men, as
Christians, as men and brethren, to consider what he had said, For
whether they differed from him in political or religious opinions, he
trusted they would, in the spirit of justice and Christian charity, exa-
mine his case, and consider the terrible sentence that awaited him if
they should find a verdict against him. He might happen to differ in
political opinions from many of the Gentlemen of the Jury, but he
hoped that they would feel that tolerant spirit towards him which he
himself had always practised and recommended to others. For he never
conld conceive any man entitled to that infallibility, which, by some
people, was attributed to the Pope ; and without such arrogance no man
would attempt to preseribe or censure those who conseientiously differed
from his opinions. Were such a practice indeed indulged, perpetual dis-
putes must arise, harmony be destroyed, and men be reduced to the sa-
vage state. But the liberality that was especially of late years so widely
spreading, promised to guard the world from such a state of discord
and misery. Differences on politics and religion were not now foiind to
interfere with the charities of social life, or the performance of moral
duties, and therefore he could not apprehend that prejudice could be
found to operate in the breast of any Englishman acting under the so-
lemn obligation of an oath. He felt the mest unqualified confidence
in the principlesand judgment of the Jury, whose attention he feared,
he had too long occupied. But he felt that he was struggling for life,
for should he have the misfortune to be pronounced guilty by the Jury,
the punishment which awaited him would be equal to the luss of'it. In
such a struggle he fancied himself gifted with supernatural powers, but
he feared he had trespassed too much upon the time of the Court,
He had, however, no disposition to give oﬂence: and this he begged
to be understood. He might have been in some instances too eager or
peremptory in rep]ying’bﬂ lhE'J"ﬂdgH and the Attﬂmey-{}enaral, but he
most sincerely assured his Lordship and the Learned Gentleman, that







40

th.at ground, he _{Lhﬁ Altﬂrt:gy-ﬂeneral}shnuld have felt Limself uﬁilt;r
of gross dereliction ufduty.iit he had not persevered in this prosecution,
On the former days, the defendunt. with a view to induce a belief that he
had no intention to publish a libel, rested particularly upon his stoppage
of the publication of the parodies, but to-day he had openly contended
for his right to publish them. Butif this plea of right were admitted,
what was to prevent the defendant from publishing those parodies again
on Monday? He would not say, that the defendant expressed or enter-
tained any such intention, but if his claim of right were admitted, what
was to prevent him or any other person from republishing this parody ?
and to abandon the present prosecution would be tantamount to an ad-
mission of that claim. What a serious responsibility, then, should he
incur, if he exposed the cause of religion, and of the country, to the
evils too likely to result from such an admission. What a door would
be opened for the incursion of profaneness. In his notions of the duty
of a Judge upon the trial of libel, he undertook to say that Mr. Hone
was quite mistaken. For the Judge derived no authority from the statute,
commonly called Mr, Fox’s, which he did not possess before. His Lord-
ship had unquestionably the right of stating his opinion upon the law to
the Jury, upon thisas well as upon every other question ; and if he did
not enjoy that right, what would become of the function and office ofa
Judge ? But the Judge was invested with the power of stating the law
upon the subject of libel, with a view Lo guard against inconsisient deci-
sions, or the estublishment of capricious conceptions, as to the principles
of the law. Besides, by the statute alluded to, provision was made pecn-
liarly favourable to the accused, if any special verdict were found, or any
appeal made to the Judges upon the finding of a verdict against him
contrary to law. But the defendant seemed entirely to misunderstand
the character and object of the statute. Now as to the question before
the Court, the defendant had adduced a number of parodies, some of
which were even worse than that which he had himself published, and
none of which were such as he (the Attorney-General) was disposed io
defend. Being of opinion that the more becoming course was to reserve
seriptural language for appropriate purposes, he could not approve of its
application todifferent objects. Then as tothe prints, it might be that the
caricature of Mr., Fuseli’s Night-mare was meant merely to ridicule the
late Lord Mayor, but even so it wasan indictable _p:ublieali-?n. So would
any print, reflecting upon an individual. But if any painter were to
make a ludicrous application of the sufferings nfnm: Saviour, who mu_]d
doubt that such application would outrage the feelings of every Chris-.
tian, and amount to a profane libel? So if any one should parody the
paintings of Rubens, or Mr. West, upon sacred subjects, he would be
indictable for a profane libel ; for no man would be justified in exciting
mirth, or ridicule, or prejudice, through the medium of sacred subjects.
So if certain obscene airs, which were too familiar to the vulgar, and
which he was sorry to have ever heard were applied to the Psalms of
David, such an application would be profane. As to the parodies
quoted from Luther and others, he heard them with regret ; but they
were the effusions of excessive zeal, and he apprehended that zeal in
excess was generally vice. Of the parodies adduced by Mr. Hone, he
thought it proper to take some notice. First, as to that from Mr, John
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Lord ELLExBonovcH then charged the Jury. e promo
<omplaint of the Defendant as to hisrpgeculiar griej':rancﬂ, I:I'I m‘iﬂfﬁi.:gs
of the conduct of the present prosecution, to be entirely groundless
t was the duty of the Attorney-General to institute this prosecution :
and although the defendant was right in his opinion, that the ﬁtlnrnaF:
‘General might include different charges in the same indictment, yet
it was indisputably at his diseretion to do so ; and the course the Learn-
€d Gentleman had taken was agreeable to practice. The Defendant ap-
‘peared to think that libels upon the Scriptures formed a sort of com-
position exern?ted by law from prosecution or punishment; but the
cases of Woollaston and Paine should have informed him that his im-
pression was unfounded ; so was his assertion that there was no law of
libel 5 for from the earliest records that law had existed, and been well
understood by the Judges. The act of Mr. Fox, as it was called, had
indeed made no change in that law. That was no doubt a proper
legislative provision. Chief Justice Eyre had stated, that if the J ury
had only the power of deciding upon the fact of publication, the printer
of the libel itself might be liable to conviction for libel. He thought
the case put by that learned Judge quite too strong, because the inter-
position of the Judge must in such a case serve to prevent a verdict;
‘but still he approved of the statute. In this statute, however, there
was nothing to prevent a libel from being tried like all other offences,
in which the Judge was called upon to state his opinion upon the law
to the Jury. For according to his construction of the Statute, the

Judge wus bound to state his opinion upon such prosecution, and that
‘was also the construction of his learned predecessor; otherwise, in-
deed, the functions of a Judge wonld cease in such a case. Mr. Hone
‘had, no doubt, told the Jury, not to attend to the opinion of the Judge,
and he might think himself justified in so saying. Unquestionably
‘the Jury were not bound to adopt the opinion, or follow the advice
of the jr udge ; but without wishing to invade their province, he felt
himself imperatively called upon to perform his duty, by stating his
opinion upon the paper under prosecution. After that opinion was
“stated, it would be for the Jury, from a calm and candid review, as
“well as of that opinion, as of the paper charged as a libel, to declare
their judgment. The main defence was parodies written by other men
at different times, The Exciseman’s Creed was very offensive. In
‘Bishop Latimer’s time much greater familiarity was used in public dis-
‘courses than at the present period. The parodies quoted by the De-
fendant appeared to his mind to offer nothing in defence of the paper
" before the Court, which was in fact worse than any of those parodies,
even bad as they were. But if the mode of defence pursued by the
Defendant were valid, what eriminal could be convicted ?  For there
wis not one offender perhaps, who could not quote 100 instances in
which persons committing the offence with which he stood charged
had escaped with impunity. Mr. Hone had, he apprehended, very
truly conceived, that if he had employed any Barrister, the course of
‘defence upon which he had determined would not be followed up
by such Barrister; for from his (Lord E.'s) experience of the profes-
sion, he did not think that there was a gentleman at the bar, who would
outrage decency and propriety so far as to exhibit such disgusting
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